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Continuation of the Short Account of what pafsd in the Royal 
Academy of Infcriptions at Paris, May 3. 1707. 


~q His Medal of the Family of Fama, according to M. 

* Baudelot, thews the Proceflion at the Thankigivings, 

in Name of Decimus Brutus, for his Vittory over Ax- 

tony. He pretends alfo, contrary to all other Anti- 

quaries, that this Medal has no Relation neither to what 
Fanius Brutes did after the Expulfion of the Kings, nor 
to what Alarces Brutus undertook after the Murther of 
Cefar. He patsd by the Procfs of his Explication, which he 
hid not Time to read, and adds only, That the Emperor Trays, 
who reftord this Money, could not look upon it as a Monument 
of the Kevellion of the one, and of the Treachery of the other, 
againft thofe whom Heaven had made their Sovereigns. AM. Bau- 
delot acqua.mis us inthis place with what was done at Thankf{gi- 
vings by Fews and the tirft Chriftians,and here he has collected all 
thar’s remarkable on this Subject in the Scriptures, Fathers, and 


other Authors. He odferves here the fame Divifion as among the 
Pagans,viz. the Three Ways of Publick Thank{giving,and on this 
Cec 2 Occation 
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Occafion he fays, That the Gewti/es invented nothing of them- 
felves as to this Daty, but borrow’d the beft of what they had 
from the People God bad inftru€ted in it; this he proves from a 
Paflige of Clement of Alexandria, who quotes Arifiotle to pruve 
that Sophittick Philofuphy was only ftole from wue Wifdem. 
M. Baudelot does not torget the defcription of the Feftivals of 
Thaukigiving mention’d in the Sciipture, and in fome of the 
mot famous Ecclefialtical Writers. In the laft place, he relates 
one Celebrated at Confiantinople by FodnComnencs. This Prince, 
ina Thank{giving to the Holy Virgin, had her Image carried 
in triumph on a Chariot conducted by the Grandces of the 
Empire, and he himfelt walk’d at the fide of the Chariot on 
foct. This he proves from Nicetas Coniaics, and by a Medal in 
his own Clofer. This, concludes he, is what’s to be faid on the 
Subj. & of Thankfgiving, the Piety of which is not fo much 
owing to the Max'ms of Wife Men as to the Voice of Nature ; 
but of all People, fays he, is there any like the French ? Is there 
any fo zealous to teltify their Gratitude for Mercies which they 
receive ? And efpecially for thofe conferr’d upon the Prince, 
whether it be in multiplying the Years of his Keign, or in the 
Number and Degrees of his Pofteriry ? 

This Differtation was tollow’d by another of Abbot Nadal, 
concerning the Vefial Virgins. You know that Lip/us wiore 
a particular Treatife wpon this Subje€t. The Abbot begun his 
Difcourfe, by fhewing that Reafon oblig’d Men to form them- 
felves into Colleges or Societies. Then he talk’d of the Vene- 
ration which the Ancients had for Fire, and of the Worfhip the 
Perfians gave to this Element, and of the little Temples called 
Pireteia, confecrated to it. He fays Numa was the firtt that 
Infticuted the Veftals. He treats alfo of the Ceremonies obfer- 
ved in keeping the Sacred Fire, and at what Age the Veitals were 
receiv'd into thatSociety. He givesa fhort Extra@ of what we 
have at length in Racine’s Tragedy, call’d Britannicus, on the 
Subje&t of Funia ; but he is not very clear as to the firft Infti- 
tution of the Veftals, for Numa was only the firft Inftitutor of 
the Roman Vettals, fince ’tis known there were others elfewhere ; 
and that Hiftory tells us, Romu/us was the Son of a Veftal Vir- 
gin. Tis true the Abbot fays it was an Order of Maids, which 
came from A/ba, but he does not dive into this Article; he con- 
tents himfelf to fay that the Priefteffes of Ve/ta, eftablifh’d at a/- 


be, made.a Vow to keep their Virginity during Life, as Tus 
Liviss 
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Livius tells us, and thar Nama iequucd of them only to keep 
it for 30 Years 5 after which they were ar liberty to Murry, He 
fays they liv’d in a too luxurious and effeminate manner, and 
went to Shows: That Men had liberty to go into their Houfes 
by Diy, and Women either by Day or Night, ar all hours: 
That there was nothing ot Mortification in tacir Habit, and 
that the Magiftrates lower’d the Enfigns of their Authority be- 
fore them: Thatit the Fire which they kept came to be ex- 
tinguifh’d through their negle€t, the Veftal was punifh’d by the 
Hind of the Pontiff in a fecret place, and whipn’d flark naked. 
The ingenious Thoughts, and Horid Expreffions, were the chiet 
Ornaments of this Differtation. In the next place, the Abbor 
Pinart {poke upon the Subje€t of Talifmans. It is nor necotfary 
to tell you that feveral Authors have mention’d them betore 
him, and that M. Baude/ot, in his Book of the Ufefulnefs of ¢ a- 
velling, gives us a curtous Differtarion about them. M. Pours 
quoted many of the Rabbins, who {peak in general of the Ma-:- 
ter of Talifmans. Then he difcourfed of the Caba/a, and of the 
Erimology of that Word. After which, he fpoke of thofe {: r.s 
of Talifmans that are afcrib’d to the ancient Hereticks call’d 5.y- 
Iidians, Valentinians, Carpocratians and Grofticks. The Curious 
call thofe forts of Monuments Adraxas, of which M. Buade/ot 
has a curious Article in his Diflertation upon ancient engraven 
Stones, becaufe this term is almoft conftantly found upon the 
Stones and Metals of which they are form’d. The Abbot was 
about entring into anExplanation of the Buckler of David, and 
of Achilles, and of certain Machines made ufe of by the Fews, 
to preferve themfelves from Accidents , but the Prefident pray’d 
him to keep what he had to fay till another time, fince there 
was a fourth Perfon to comeuponthe Stage. M. Ga/and came 
next, and read a Difcovery which he thought he had made upon. 
a Medal in M. Fowcau/t’s Clofet, which is inGreek, and he thinks 
that it reprefented the Head of Berenice under the Name of C/eo- 

atra, He mention’d the Amours betwixt Tutus and that Princefs, 
and enlargd upon that Subje&t. The Prefident perceiving that 
the Affembly was not of his Opinion, told him, They would 
approve his Difcovery when Antiquaries, vers’d in thofe Matters, 
gave their Suffrage to it. 
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Biblia Hebraic, Secundam ultimam Kditionem Fof. Athia, a Fe 
anne Leufden denud recognitam, recenfita , atgque ad Majoram, 
J Corretisones Bombergi, Stephant, Plantint, aliorumgise fi). 
tiones, exquifite adormata varufque notis ilaftrata, i.e. The 
Law of the Prophets and Holy Writers. The Hebrew Bib! 
Revifed according to the latt Edition of Jofeph Athias, newly 
Correéted by Fob Leufden, according to the Mafora, and the 
CorreStions ot Bembergue, Stephanus, Plantin, and other Edi- 
tions, and illuftrared with Notes by M. Forard Vander 
Heoght, Minifter of the Gotpel, a very oe Edition. Pein. 
ted at damjfferdam and Urrecbt in 1707. in 88. 2 Vol. Poges 
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O fhew the Merit of this Edition, we thought it neceffiry 

to begin with a General Idea of the Mafora, and ot 
the Bibles, which M. Vender Hooght has made ufe of to make tt 
190 Corre&t as he affures us it is. 

The Mafora is a Criticifm compofed by the ancient Jewiih 
Doctors, to nx the Hebrew Text of the Bible, by counting tue 
Scétions, Verfes, Words, and Letters, and by marking the Let- 
ter which make the middle of cach Book ot the Holy Scrip- 
ture, and fetting down the various Readings, by chis ..eans to 
preferve the Sucred Text trom all uddition, diminution, or alte- 
ration. 

The word Mafora fignifics Tradition; the Jews cill it the 
Hedge of the Law, and beiieve that Mofes, or at ivalt Efvas, 
isthe Author of it, as well as of the pointing of the Hebrew 
Text, as we now have it. The greateft part of the Pretcitane 
Dofgtors of the North, as well as M. Vander Hooght, are ot we 
fame Opinion, becaufe it favours their Opinions ( fay the Pais 
Journaiitts 5) but the moft Judicious Criticks, Rumen Carholicks 
and Proteftants, as Louis Cappel, P. Morin and Halton, have 
proved very clearly again{t the Bsxzorfs, and all thofe Divines 
who have blindly followed them, that the Mafora, whici was 
compofed by parcels for feveral Ages by the Jewifh Doctors, wus 
collected by thofe of the famous Academy of Tiberias, who 

were 
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were the Authors of the Vowel Poiits of the Hebrew Text, and 
of the Accents ; and therefore they are called Alv/orets, Authors 
of che Mafora or Tradition. 

Towards the beginning of the 15th Century, Daniel Bom- 
bergue printed at Venice Hebrew Bidles of all fizes, very fine and 
correct. To thefe which he publifi’d in Folio, he joius .he Tar- 
gum or Chaluee Paraphrafes, the great and little Mujorz, with fe- 
ver21 Commentaries ot the Rabbins. The firft Edition in Folio 
is neither fo tine nor fo full as the other two; the fecond is 
more fine and large; and the third is the moft perfe&t In the 
other Kicbrew Bibles ot Bombergue in 4°. &° ind in 16°. There’s 
nothing but the Hebrew Text very correét, diftinguifh’d into 
Chapters by Hebrew Figures, and not by Verfes; the chief Kerz 
and Cheriv, or various Readings, exa€tly marked, and the Hap- 
taros, or the Sections taken out of the Prophets, which they 
read in the Synagogues atter every Section of tic Law, to which 
they have relation: Thefe Hapraros are at the end of the Bi- 
bles, and ferve as our Breviaries do, to point out to the Jews the 
Office of the Day. 

A little time after, Robert Srephens publifh’d two Editions of 
the Bible in Hebrew, the one in 4°. uncorre€t, of which the Pez- 
tateuch, the five fmall Books, Jo/hua, Fudges, Samuel and the 
Kings, the Chronicles, and the twelve {mall Prophets ; to which 
isadded, the Commentary of R. Havid Kimbi, under the Cha- 
racter of a Rabbin, are the fineft of the kind, as well for the 
Impreffion as tor the Paper, and the neatnefs of the Charaéters, 
Points and Accents. The other Books of this Bible are patch’d, 
and fo different, that if we compare them we would not think 
they were Parts of the fame Bible. 

The other Hebrew Bible, printed by R. Stephens in 16°. in ve- 
ry fmall Charaters, is alfo the fineft we have of that kind, 
equally fine throughout, and more exact, tho’ not wholly free 
of fauits. It were to be wifh’d that R. Stephens had diftinguifh- 
ed the Verfes of it, at leaft from 5 to 5, in Hebrew Figures, as 
Bombergue did in his great Bibles, and that he had not fo much 
neglected to mark the Keri and Chetiv, or various Readings. 
He contented himfelf to mark a little (0) upon the word, where 
it feems there was an evident fault in the Text, that the Mafo- 
retes durft not take the liberty to corre€t ; and this is what they 
call Chetiv, which is as much as to fay that they found this word 


writ fo, but he has not advertis’d us as the Maforet Doctors _ 
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392 € be Ctio2bs cf the LEARNED, 
by a Marginal Note they call Keri, which was the true reading 
that ought to be putin place of the other, a 

Almoft at the fame time, Chriffopber Plantin, a Native of 

Tours, after being fettled at dxtwerp, brought the Impreffion to 
its perfeétion, printed Hebrew Bibles in 4°. 8°. and in 16°. all 
very fine and corre€t. He marked very exactly the Kerz and 
Chetiv, or various Readings, every Chapter in Hebrew Figures, 
and the Verfes from 5 to 5, in the fame manner: Befides thofe 
Bibles purely Hebrew, and two others without Points, the one 
in 8°. and the other in 24°. The fame Plantim printed a fine 
Polyglot Bible, dedicated to Philip Il. which is a Mattet-piece 
of printing ; and other Hebrew Bibles in Folio and &°. with 
Pagnin’s Latin Verfion interlined, which Arras Montanus has 
fill’d with Solecifms and Barbarifms, that it might be more 
agreeable to the Hebrew Text, thinking by this means to make 
it more intelligible. 

In 1661, Fofeph Arhias, Printer, a Jew of the Portuguefe 
Synagogue in Amfferdam, printed at that place a Hebrew Bible 
in $°, whofe Books and Chapters are marked in Hebrew and in 
Latin, and all the Verfes diftinguifhed on the inner Margin by 
a Roman Figure, and trom 5 to 5 in Hebrew Figures: It is this 
diftin&tion of Verfes, with the Paper and Charaéters, which are 
very fine, that made this Bible famous, which tho’ corretted 
by Fobn Leufden, Profeflor of Hebrew at Urrechr, and one of the 
moft learned in the niceties of Grammar, is however none of the 
moft correét. 

The Second Edition which Arhias printed in 1667, is neither 
fo fine nor fo correét as the firmer; it has only this peculiarity, 
that Lew/fden has burthen’d and cloge’d the Margins with Notes, 
or little Latin Summaries of very little ufeé to thofe who under- 
ftand Hebrew, and of no ufeé to them that underftand ic not. He 

ives us notice in the Preface to this Edition, that the Notes or 
Summaries upon the Pextatewch, were firtt written by a Jew ia 
Spanifh, and tranflated into Latin by another Jew. 

This Profeffor, who made a great account of the leaft Notes 
which relate to the Text, thought he did great Service in pub- 
lifhing thofe Notes, or little Summaries; and that the Work 
might be the more perfe&, he compofed others of the fame fort 
upon the other Books of the Bible, which he printed in like 
manner. He would not have failed to remark the places of 


Scripture, which concern the Meffias, but he was obliged 2 
pafs 
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pafs over thofe Remarks which favoured the Chriftian Religion 
Nor to embroil himfelf with his good Friends of the Synagogue, 
his Jewifh Printer was not allow’d to print any thing without 
the confent of his Mafters. loner Fob. Leufden—exigentibus 
id Fudeorum Magiftris (quibus idem Typographus morem gercre 
cogebatur) quafdim motas, de Meffia Chriftianis aftipulantes, « 
fe fe fuiffe reformandas. . 

The fame Lex/den thought to have given us a Third Edition 
of the Hebrew Bible, when Death feiz’d him, as well as his 
Friend Athzas. 

M. Vander Hooght, to whom the Bookfellers communicated 
the Copy, upon which Leufdex had labour’d, publifh’d towards 
the ead of 1705. this new Edition of the Hebrew Bible in &°. in 
a larger Size, finer Paper, and fairer Charaéter, than the other. 
There’s none but thofe who underftand Hebrew, and the Criti- 
cifms of the Jews, who can do Juftice enough to this able Gram- 
marian, and comprehend the Labour and Care he has taken to 
make it exitt and perfect. Neverthelefs, feveral taulis have 
efcap'd him, probably by his being too much addicted to little 
Niceties, which were not worth while, fuch as the reforming 
of fome Points, and the rcftoring a great number of Accents ac- 
cording to. the Analogy of Grammar, and following perhaps 
Principles too general, which he has publifh’d ina great Treatife 
of Accents, [ntituled, Medw//a Grammaticarum Hebraicerum, as 
if Languages were made for Grammars, and not Grammars for 
Languages. 

Had M. Vander Hooght well proved in his Preface, contrary 
to the Opinion of the moft Judicious Criticks, that the Points 
and Accents are as ancient as Mo/es, or at leaft that they were 
added by E/dras at the return of theCaptivity from Babylon, as 
he pretends, without bringing any Proofs for it, this Text point- 
ed and accented, as we have it, would be the moft Authentick, 
and the Rule of the true fenfe of Scripture : But in this Cafe, 
we could not but have taken it ill from M. Vander Hooghr, fay 
the Paris Journalifts, that he fhould take the libergy to correct 
of hisown Head, and to reftore fo great a quantity of Accents 
upon fome particular Editions, and according to the Principles of 
Grammar. On the contrary, if the Points and Accents are the 
Invention of the Maforetes, as we have obferv’d already, then 
all the authenticknefs of the fenfe of Scripture is determin’d by 
the Points and Accents, which can have no other foundation 
Ddd than 
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than the Authority of the Jews of that famous Academy of Ti. 
berias, who certainly were neither Prophets, nor i-{pired by the 
holy Spirit ; and M. Vander Hooght has taken all the pains to 
little purpofé, which we fee he has been at, in reforming the 
Accents. 

Not that we think the Points and Accents added to the Tex: 
by the Maforetes are to be rejeted, we ought on the contrary to 
look upon the Bible thus pointed and accented aS a very good 
Copy, corre€ted with great care by very learned Men, but who 
were not infallible. It is alfo abfolutely necefisry, thar thofe 
who would underftand the Hebrew Tongue well, fhouid learn 
the Grammar of it perfe€tly, according to this pun€tation, till 
they be able to read the Text without Points, and to judge how 
the Septuagint and ancient Tranflators have read them ; and allo 
of the true Reading, when there are various Readings. There 
needs no more but fix Months ftudy for this, and it is fufiicien: 
to know four or five of thefe Accents, which are called diftin- 
cuifhing ones, becaufe they ferve to diilinguifh the fenfe as our 
Points and Comma’s. Whatever Myfteries M. Vaader Hooghr 
thinks to be concealed under thofe Accents, the knowledge of 
the reft is altogether ufelefS for underftanding the facred Text. 
They ferve at moft only to regulate the inHlexions of the Voice, 
the different motions of the Text, and all the Grimaces which 
the Jews ought to make when they read and fing, or rather 
when they howl, as they do in their Synagogues. We may fee 
in the Preface of this Bible, what Account M. Vander Hooght 
makes of thofe Accents, by the fine Titles he gives them. That 
which is at the end of the Verfes, and terminates the fenfe as our 
Full Point does, is the great Mafter and Sovereign of the reft. 
Summus Imperator, there are great and little Kings, Dukes and 


Counts, of all degrees, and others that are only Officers and. 


Servants to thofe great Lords, Reges majores, Minores, Duces, 
&Comites tam Mejores, quam Minores, & Miniftri. 

As for the various Readings of Ben Afcher of the Eaftern 
Jews, and gn Nephrbali of the Weftern, M. Vander Honght has 
thought fit only to mark them in the Pfalms, to give an Idea of 
them, but refers thofé that would have the perfe€t knowledge of 
them to the great Bibles of Bombergue or Druftus. The Stars 
marked upon a great many words of this new Edition, are to di- 
itinguifh the various Readings which our Author has obferv’d, 
and thofe of Ben A/cher of the Eaftern Jews, and Ben Negithals 
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for July 1707. 395 
of the Weftern from the Keri and Chetrv, or the ordinary Read- 
ings found in the Editions of Bombergue, and others. 

Kew underftand the Maffora, either that of the great and lit- 
tle Text, or that of the end as they call it, becaufe it is at the 
end of every Book of the great Bibles of Bor bergue and Buxiorf, 
as in the Manufcripts from whence R. Facob Ben Lajim has ta- 
kenit. Its Style is concife,, but forms no coherent Difcourfe. 
Ic is full of Grammatical Terms, and Chaldiick and Hebrew Fi- 
gures, with Abbreviations, which altogether make the Mafora 
very difficult. M. Vander Hooght has franilated that of the End, 
as they call it, into Latin, and has given us the Tranflation of it 
at the end of every Book, under the Text, excepr that of the 
four firft Books of the Peatateuch, which he has explain’d in the 
' Preface. This Tranflation very much facilitates the underftand- 
ing of the other Matlora’s, tor which the Publick is oblig’d to 
this Author. 

He has carefully obferved the great and little Se€tions of the 
Bible in his Edition; the Letters which are greater or lefs than 
the re{t of the Text; thofe that are turn’d upfide down, and 
thofe which are fufpended; and is perfwaded, as well as the 
Jews, that great Myfteries are not perhaps fo impenetrable as 
he imagines, fay the Paris Journalifts. It is not poflible for a 
Manufcript to be fo equal as not to have fome Letters which ex- 
ceed others in largenefs, and others that are lefs than the 
common proportion. The firft and moft perfe€t Originals, 
which ferved for Patterns to others, could not without a Miracle 
be free of thofe little faults; and they that copy’d fem, by a 
fuperititious Scrupuloufnels, which always prevail’d among the 
Jews, inftead of making the Charaéters uniform in their Copies, 
have rather increas'd the nvmber of thofe which were greater, 
and diminifhed thofé which were lefler, for weakening the 
Myfteries whch they believed to he included in them. 

As for the ietters tura‘d uplide down, ’tis very probable, that 
fince the firft Originals were very precious, when they were tore 
and worn out by Time, they took care to fow the great rents up 
again, as is cafieto be fhewn, and when fome lees were on- 
ly tore off, and they glued thei on again ; it happen’d by chance 
that they turned fome of them upfide down, as our Printers do 
every day when they print. The fumé thing happen’d to thofe 
calV'd fufpended letters, which are higherthan others; they did 
not glue them to the bottom of the line; aad then others ima- 
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gin’d there were Myfteries in this, tho’ it is very probable this is 
all that was init. If in the mean time M. Vaader Hooghr be 
Content with this till better appear, and defire more of the fame 
fort upon his other Myfteries, it will be eafic to furnifh him 
withenough of them. Itis not improper to fignify to the Reader, 
that the great number of Editions which M. Vander Hooght hag 
compared, are reduceable to a very few, and almoft to one only. 
For that of Bombergue, which he quotes, and which is in all 
appearance the fecond, tho’ there be two others, was the Origi- 
nal which Rob. Stephens, Plantin and Buxtorf, atcerwards tol- 
lowed : But it were to be wifhed, that he had Known the moft 
ancient Editions, or thofe publifh’d in fome places where the Cri- 
ticifms of the laft Maforetes have lefs Authoriry, and where it 
even feems they were not known. The principal and molt rare 
of thefe Editions is one of the Pentatexch, publiffyd at Lisbon 
in 1492, with the Commentary of R. Salomon , That at Conjtan- 
tinople with the Chaldee Paraphrafe, and the Arabick and Per. 
fian Tranflations. Another printed at the fame place with the 
vulgar Greek Verfion, and one in Spanifh, both in Hebrew Cha- 
racters, to fay nothing of others which may be lefS correct, but 
which being made by the Jews, have as much Authority as the 
others, when the Controverfie is to preferve the pretended Tra- 
dition of the Mafora. 

As to the Manuferipts which our Author fpeaks of, if he has 
judged of their Antiquity only by the report of the Jews, we 
cannot truft to that, fince it is Khown that they magnify ex- 
treamly the Antiquity of their Books of the Synagogues, which 
are commonly very modern. . The reafon is, that by their Laws 
there are a great number of meer Chances from which they can- 
not keep their Books, and this obliges the Jews to make no more 
ufe of them, when thefe which they ufe are found in the leatt 
to be {poiled. 

Befides, the Learned know that the moft ancient Manufcripts, 
of which we have any knowledge, are not comparable to tho!e 
of the King’s Library, and that of the Oratory of Paris, of 
which Peter Morin has given us fome different Readings, which 
M. Vander Hooght might be ignorant of. 

_ They prove neverthelef, that the Rules of Pointing, and efpe- 
cially of the Accents, are not found always to agree with what 
we find in thofe Manufcripts, and {till lefS in the Arabick and 
Perfian Vorfions, made by the Jews; by which we find, that 

thefe 
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thefe ancient Interpreters have often read otherwife than the Ma- 
foretes, But it will appear furprizing enough, that M. Vunder 
Hoeoght, who looks upon the Holy Scripture not only as a facred 
Text, with refpect to the Letters and Points, but alfo with re- 
{pe€t to the Accents, and all the other minute, things un- 
known, even to the ancient Jews, as to the Authors of the 
Chaldee Paraphrafe, yet thovgnt he might take the liberty to cor- 
reft the Texte it felf, which the Jews are never fuiterd to do, 
tad it not been ter this, the Matoretes, of whom he has fo 
great an Opinion, might eafily have corrected grofs faults, 
which they content themfelves to put in the Margin. if he 
cflablifhes thofe Corrections upon the Analogy of Grammar, we 
night perhaps fhow him, in the moft able Grammarians, paff- 
ges quoted otherwife than he corrects them, but we know 
how little this Grammar is to be depended upon, which is fo 
new, and has no other foundatioa but the Text pointed by the 
Mafcretes. 

It feems our Author givesa great and almoft prophetical Au- 
thority to them, but before he argu’d for it, he fhould have an 
fwer'd the many invincible Arguments which Louis Cupe/, (fay 
the Paris Journalifts) M. Aloriz, and others have produced, to 
fiiew that we ought to judge very diiterently of them. When 
he {peaks of the Maffora, he {peaks of that of the Bibles of Ve 
nice, founded upon the Authority of Facod Ben Hajim, who 
was neither Prophet, nor authorized by his Nation. He has 
gathered together in order, and with judgment enough, all the 
Obfervations of the Maforetes, which he had found in feveral 
Books. If our Author had confulted Manufcripts equal to 
thofé which this Jew made ufe of, he would have found {0 ma- 
ny differences, contrarietics and abfurcitics, that we believe he 
would have judged otherwife of them. We have alfo reafon to 
wonder at feveral Novelties which are of no ufe. The Jews 
had reafon not to mix the variations of Ben Afcher and Bex 
Nephthali with the Maffcra; and it {eems ftrange that MP keri 
is put after the word when it ought to be before it, and like- 
wife that he has chofen certain Notes of the Maffora of very lir- 
tle ufe, and left out others, which makes this Edition very im- 
perfect, either for Chriftians or Jews, tho’ it appears that our 
Author thought of them when he put the Haptaros in the Mar- 
gin, a thing very unprofitable, and no ways obferv’d in the an- 
cient Editions, , 
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To conclude, Leufden and <Athias not being Maforetes of 
sear enough Name, we think, fay the Paris Journalifts, that 
M. Vander Hoogbt might have fav’d himfelt a great deal ot pains, 
and given us a more perfect Edition of the Hebrew Bible, it he 
had contented himfelf to corre&t ic well upon the firit Edition of 
Bombergue. 





Demonftration ou preuves Evidentes de laVerité & de la Saintete 
de la Morale Chreftiennes, Xc. 


Demonftration or evident Proofs of the Truth and Sanity ci 
Chriftian Morality, which comprehends in five Ente:tuinments 
the whole of Morality. By the Keverend Father Bernird 
Lamy Prieft ‘of the Oratory. At Rowen, 1706 in 12”, 
I. Difcourfe, pages 273. Ul. Difcourfe, pages 370. 

T HE Reverend Father Lamy, Piieft of the Oratory, has been 

well known of a long time in the Commonwealth oi 

Learning, by feveral Works, which fhew the variety ot bis 

Learning. He is Mafter of the learned Languages, a Philofo- 

pher, Mathematicjan and Divine. We have of his, Khetorick.or 

the Art of Speaking ; Kefle€tions upon the Art of Poetry, En. 
tertainments pon the Sciences ; A Treatife of Magnitude in ge- 
neral, which comprehends Arithmetick; Algebra and Analyftis ; 

The Elements of Geometry, a Treatife of Equilibrium, which 

contains the Principles of Staticks, a Treatife of Peripe&tives, 


Tables for underftanding the Holy Scripture, a Concordance of 


the tour Evangelifts. The two Entertainments now under Con- 
fideration, were printed firft at Paris in 1687: But our Author 
informs us, at the end of the Preface to this New Edition, that 
he has intirely new modell’d the Work, and that after baving 
pulld down the firft Strudture to the foundotion, be bas raisd a 
MEW ONE. 

In the Preface,, he gives us alfo an Account of his Project, urs. 
of what isto be the matter of the five Entertainments he pro- 
mifes, and of which he gives here oniy the two firft. His de- 
fign is to prove in the farft, chat M: > cannot be really happy but 
in the aftual pofftffion of God, ana that by confequeice 2 well- 
grounded Hope of enjoying him at laft, is the only felicicy we 

can 


NRE ae BP 





Caer et 


arg oe 
prt Reese. Bite 





RR a LEAT, Re cL aE Se 


by Neate a 
Mere cae or 2h 


for Juty, 1707. 399 
can pretend to in this litt. The fecond fhows, that this Hope 
can only ba founded upon making good utc of our liberty, which 
renders a Man capable of being the perfe&t Image of God, by 
conforming himlelf to the Order or Laws of eternal Wifdom. 
He is to confider in the third, wherein this Conformity confifts 
with the faid Order ; upon which he defigns to enter into the par- 
ticuiars of our Duty, with relation to God, to our Selves, and to 
our Neighbour. 

From thefe Principles it will be eafie to conclude, that Man 
finding himfelf unabic of himfelf to difcharge thofe Duties, it 
muft of neceffiry follow that he is corrupted ; that his Condi- 
tion is that of a Sick Man and of a Criminal ; and that he has 
need of a heavenly Phyfician- or of a Mediator, who may re- 
concile him to God ; thisis to be the Subject of the fourth En- 
tertainment. The fitth and laft, is to be upon the Truth and 
Santtity of Chriftian Morality, which only difcovers the 
Principle of our Corruption, and teaches us the efte€tual Means 
of Cure. 

Our Author pretends, that there refults from all this a true 
Demonttration, if it be true, that to demonftrate is nothing elfe 
but to draw clear Confequences from evident Principles, in 
which all the World muft agree, without any need, to defcribe 
Lines, Triangles and Circles, for that end. 

The Principles which he lays down here, are the very 
Thoughts which every Man finds in his own Heart. It is only to 
engage the Reader to a more ferious Attention, that he makes 
ufe of feveral Paflages from Pagan Authors, efpecially from Ci- 
cero, Seneca, Lucretius, whofe Teftimonies are a Proof that 
thofe natural Sentiments were known and owned even by them, 
who were ignorant of their Confequences, or contradif&ted them 


by their Way of living. The heedlefsnefS of the molt part of 


Men, uncapable to meditate, makes the Helps of Authoritic 
and Citations neceflary, which prefent to the Mind the fame 
Truths cloathed with different expreffions, proper to make them 
be look’d upon in all their Circumftances, and to imprint them 
more ftrongly in the Memory. °Tis for the fame want of Ap- 
plication, fo ordinary to the People of the World, that our Au- 
thor excufes himfelf to attentive Readers for his having been fo 
large in this Work , and he fears, notwith{tanding the frequent 
Repetitions he was willing to make for rhe fake of the former, 


that they will complain of not finding Matters clearly enough 
explain’d 
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explain’d in a Treatife of Morality, compofed of five Volumes, 
There is more reafon, fay the Parzs Journalifts, to believe they 

will not complain at all, and that Perfons of that Character wilj 
ove rather to continue in the old Prejudices by which they flat. 
ter themfelves, than to undertake the reading of fo long a Work 
that might undeceive them. 

The defign Then of thofe Entertainments, is to periwade a 
Man of the World, addicted to Pleafures, and who concerns 
himielf litdle with what is to come of the Truth of Chrifian 
Morality. Two of his Friends, equally Pious and-Leurned, t2- 


{7 
f g . 


boured in concert for hisConverfion, upon his contelhag to 
them, after having heard them fpeak in a lively manner of this 
Morality, that an Enquiry into it feem’d to him tobe of fom: 
importance. The Converfation was in a Country Hou's, ths 
ordinary Scene of thofe Entertainments. Let us fee then whar 
Arguments P. Lamy ufes (under the Names of D?vodj/eus and 
Pamphilius) to overcome the Incredulity of drfezna. 

r. Our Author, in the firft Entertainment, confiltiug of 2, 
Chapters, begins with giving a jult Idea of that which is calicd 
Morality, which he detnes to be the Art of becoming happy, ac- 
cording to that natural and invincible inclination, which draws 
all Men to feek after Happinefs, or the Sovereign Good. He 
{hews afterwards, that Nature makes us love Pleafure and ayoia 
Pain; that Pleafure is good, and Pain bad. But fince there are 
good things which become evil, with refpect to the greater 
Good they deprive us of, fo there are Pains or bad Things which 
are good, with refpeft to the greater Evils from which they 
deliver us. It follows from thence, that the Pleafure or the 
good Things, which muft make us perfe€tly happy, ought to be 
infinite, eternal, unchangeable, true and honeft, and it is in ct- 
fe& towards this that the Defires of our Soul are carry’d invin- 
cibly, fince all its particular Delires are only limitations of this 
motion, which pufhes it towards Good in general. He draws a 
proof of the Immortality of the Soul, from the extent of its 
Defires, that nothing can fatisfy it but eternal and infinite Plea- 
fure ; for Nature having no Defires in vain, and making us de- 
fire an infinite Pleafure, the Soul muft be capable of enjoying 
eternally this Pleafare, and by conféquence it is immortal. On 
the other hand, Nature making us aftaid of being eternally 

mifcrable, and of. lofing this Good which it makes us to detire, 


there is then a God who punifhes Vice, and rewards Vertue. 
He 
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He endeavours to éxplain this proof of the Exiftence of God, and 
confirms it by another no lefS folid, which he borrows from the 
wonderful difpofition of the Univerfe, a Work which bears the 
Charaéter of a Wifdom and Power without limits, and which 
cannot be the. effe&t of Chance, or a fortuitous concourie oj 
Atoms, as the Epicureans pretend, whofe Syftem he expofcs 
here to be ridicul’d. God (adds our Author in the end of the 7th 
Chapter) is no part of the World; bat all that is in the World, 
proves that there is an Infinite Being different from that which is 


Seen, and isto the Univerfe that which the Soul of Man ts to bis 


Body. We are perfwaded, fay the Paris Journalifts, that Facher 
Lamy never intended that this comparifon fhould be literally ta- 
ken, and that he is far from believing in all fenfes,that God is to 
the Univerfe,only what the Soul of Man is to his Body ; thatit is 
an inconfiderate expreffion which efcap’d him, and ftands in need 
of the CorreCtives which his Do€trine furnifhes elfewhere. 

The Exiftence of God being once well eftablifh’d, it is eafie to 
conclude from thence, that God himfelf is this Sovereign Good 
which Nature makes us delire, and that having created us only 
tor himfelf, ought we not to expect our Happinefs trom him 
only ? * Yes, (fays Father Lamy, {peaking with zeal under the 
* name of Theodofius) the Caufe of all our Troubles and Mife- 
ries is, that we feek elfewhere than in God for that which Na- 
ture makes us defire. Men, becaufe they know not what they 
feck, always feek and never find. That which they have not 
experienced, and which they have not meafur’d with their 
Heart, appears to them capable to fatisfy the defires of ir, 
and this they run after; but when they have attain’d ir they 
reje€t it, and acknowledge their error, being taken up with 
the multiplicity of the Creatures, with the varicty of the {mall 
or fallacious good things of the Earth, they perceive not that 
they feek amifS, and that what they feek is not where they 
© feek it, €%c. 

Our Author going on to prove that God only can make a Man 
happy, attacks his Unbeliever in all the Entrenchments which the 
difterent Opinions of Philofophers, touching Bleffednefs, could 
attord him. At firft he applies himfelf to thew him, that it is 
not at all in the ufe of the Body thar Man can find folid Feli- 
city, and cafily confutes him as to the Pleafures of Diet and 
Love. In effeét, who would not be difgufted by the Defeription 
which Father Lamy gives us of the Fair Sex ? * Beauty (fays he) 
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“ js an external Good, fhe that pofleffts it.does:not enjoy it; 
and at the bottom whatis it? The order of the Parts, witha 
beautiful Complexion. A Body appears fair or deformed, ac. 
cording as its more fat or lean; as certain Bones itick out 
more or lefs ; as the Skin that covers the Flefh is mote or lefs 
~ f{rnooth ; as Blood makes the face red, or as Flegm makes it 
‘ white. O Beauty (cries Father Lamy) what a {mall thing are 
‘ thou, and how fubjeét to. Accidents, which makes us lofe thee 
in a moment? What Beauty wou’d be capable of undergoing 
‘ a Scrutiny ? Women which pafs for the faireft,, know how 
© much of it is their own; what is true, and what is falfe. O 
© what does it coft them, and what Care and Art muft there be 
‘ to fupply that which Nature does not give them ? How many 
* defects are there in all that is proper to them, which they mutt 
< 
‘ 
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hide, difguife, or embellifh? All that they have is almoit 
borrowed or ftcle ; fo that there is nothing fo poor as their 
Merit, when they are without Vertue, and have nothing but 
whai they fhow tothe Eye. We are quickly weary of them, 
when we come to know what they truly are, €7c. Father Le- 
my comes afterwards to Riches, Knowledge, and Reputation, of 
which he eafily difcovers the emptinefs. He no ways agrees 
with Av7/fot/e, who made Sovereign Good to confit in that Ver- 
tue which accompanies the moderate ufe of the Good Things cf 

thisEarth. He finds Epicurus’s Opinion yet lefs tolerable, who 
defpairing to enjoy perfe€t Pleafure, piac’d Man’s fupream Hap- 
pinefs in a certain CarelefnefS, which makes him quiet and eafie 
aS to what is to come. Our Author fhews the falfhood and 
poifon of fuch Do€trine, and does not {pare two famous Abet- 
tors of it, tho’ diftinguifh’d otherwife by their great Wir, Jlox- 
tagne and St. Evremont. The latter efpecially, appears to him 
to be an Author fo much the more dangerous, the more ingeni- 
oufly he writes, and that he forms to himfelf a Syftem of Morali- 
ty more coherent and better corre€ted. The Bleffednefs of the Sto- 
icks is no lef§ Chimerical, nor lefs Abfurd, than that of the other 
Se€ts ; and it is ridiculous to pretend, that it’s fufficient to make 

a Wife Man really happy, if he imagine himfelf to be truly fo. 
But tho’ a Man fhould enjoy (continues Father Lamy) all that 
which may make him happy, according to the feveral Sentiments 
of the Philofophers, would not the only fear of his being mife- 
rable after death diftur¥’ his prefent happinefs ?.This fear is fo 
much the better founded, that tho’ we {uppofe nothing to ah 
the 
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for July 1707. 495, 
the Body but what Epicurzs would have us to conceive, we muft 
acknowledge that God is the only Author of the Pleafure and 
Pain which our Soul feels, on occafion of what paffes in the Bo 
dy to which God hasunituc it. Itishe that modifies it with an 
infinite number of different Senfations, at the prefence of feveral 
Objects ; which he undertakes to prove here ar large, with re 
fpect to that which concernsthe Sight. This being granted, God 
can make Souls that are united to him tatte of intinire Pleafures, 
and make thofe that are feparared trom him fviter inconceive. 
able Torments. He enquires after this, how the Soul may bz 
united toGod, and fhews that this union is poffible ; that Man 
was made only to obtainit; and that iris fo true that this union 
conftitutes our chief happinefS, that all that bears in any man 
net the [mage of the Divinity gives us fénfible Pieafure ; tox 
Initance, Beauty, Vertue, Knowledge, Truth, €c. 

He concludes this 1{t Entertainment,by deploring on one hand 
the miftake of the Philofophers, who were ignorant wherein tive 
happinefs confifted ; and the mifery of thoie who have known 
it in vain ; and on the other hand,by extolling the happinels of a 
Chrittian, whom God enlightens by Faith as to eternal happi 
nefS, with the hope and love of which he has infpired him. 

The 2d Entertainment, divided into 26 Chapters, proves that 
God cannot make us happy but according to the Rules of his 
Wifdom; and that he who lives not according to thofe Kules, 
which are the Will of God, muft never hope to poffefs it. The 
queftion is only to know diftintly what the Will of God is, 
and to lead us to this knowledge, Father Lamy applies himfelt 
firft to fhow that the World is the Work of God ; and all thar 
is in it, can tend to no other end than that which God himfelf 
propofed in creating it. He maintains this Truth by the Confu- 
tation of the extravagant Syftem of Spinofa, who pretended 
that there is no other Divinity but the World, which he confiders 
as the only infinite Being, and fubfifting neceffirily. Our Au- 
thor {hows afterwards, that God could not make the World but. 
tor his own Glory, which he confirms by a large Extract from 
the Metaphyfical Difcourfes of Father Ala/ebranch, which the 
Reader will be very well pleas’d to find here. He combats the 
Error of the Manichees, as to two coeternal Principles, with 
out any dependance upon one another; one of which is the 
Caufe of Good, and the other of Evil, an Errorthat “1. Buy/e, 
in his Critical Dittionary, has endeavour’d to make plaufible, 
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purging it of all the Infamics and grofs Notions of Manichifm. 
Our Author examines the Keafons of M. Bayle, and attempts to 
difcover their weakanefs. He fhows.ghat nothing is good nor 
juft, or in order, but in fo far as it is conformable to the Will of 
God, and the Rules of his Divine Wifdom; and that nothing is 
mote contrary to good Senfe and Experience than the Opinion of 
Spinofa, who wou'd have God to att without Defign, Choice, or 
Liberty, which he confutes here bya long paflage of Father Lamy 
the Benediffine. 

The Idea of Order, leads us naturally to that of Diforder Vice 
and Sin, which is more or lefS grievous, according as it {werves 
more or lefs from the end which God haseftablifhed. Hefhows 
that Sin ought not to gounpunifhed ; and that he who lives in 
Riot, or, which is ali one, he who oppofes himfelf to the Will 
of God, ought to be eternaily Miferable, and overthrows all 
that the Epicureans and Libertines of our Time have been usd 
to alledge againft this Truth. Man, inthe meantime, not ha- 
ving been made to be miferable, we ought to believe, that if we 
behave our félves fo as to be the Image of God in our Manners, 
as we are in our Nature, we {hall be happy ashe is. 

It is to exprefs more perfeétly his Image in us that God has 
made us free, Father Lamy endeavours to clear here wherein 
this liberty confifts, and makes ufe of this Comparifon: ‘ Let 

* usfuppofe, fays Pampbilus, a Boat upon the Rhoze, which the 
Water of that fwift River carries to the Sea. This Boat al- 
ways goes fo long as it is not {topt by a contrary force ,; and 
wherever it goes, it’s the fwiftnefS of the Water that carries 
it. The Pilot fitting at the Helm, does not give motion to 
the Boat, he only determines that which it receives from the 
River, according to which he turns it to the Banks, to the 
Right or to the Left, by means of the Helm. The Rboze, is 
the vehement Defire we have for Bleffednef$: God, the Sea 
whither this Defire leads us: The Pilot, is the Power that 
we have to determine the motion which carries us to Bleffed- 
nefs, which we may make ufe of, even to alienate us from 
God, and to go either to the Right or to the Left, as we 
pleafe, as the Pilot ufes the Current of the River to go 
where the River leadshim, he endeavours to prove that we 
are not determined in all our A€ticns, by Nature; and that 
we at with Choice on feveral Occafions, The Power that 
| we 
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< we have to refle&t upon our Thoughts, and to apply our 
‘ Minds to what we defire, is alfo a proof of our Liberty, 

It is by the good or evil ufe we make of it, that we are capa- 
ble of meriting Reward or Punifhment. The GoodnefS or 
Wickednefs, Juftice or Injuftice of our AG@tions, does not de- 
pend only upon Opinion, but upon their Conformity or Oppo- 
fition to the Rules of Wifdom. He expofes the ftranze Confe- 
quences of their Doctrine, who found Juftice only upon Profit ; 
duch are Epicurus, Alontagne, Hobbs, Spinofa, St. Evremont 
He endeavours folicly to eftablifh, againft the Pretentfions oi 
Mr. Lock, that Men are born with the Knowledge of the Rules 
of Juflice, ze. of that immutable and eternal Order, which is 
the Divine Wifdom. That thefe Rules are what we call the 
Law of Nature, prefene with all Men, and which by confe- 
quence they cannot break without being culpable; Thar this 
Light by which we perceive what's falfe and unjult, is nothing 
elfe but that univerfal Keaton which is above Bodies and Spirits, 
which is inexpiicable by the Epicurcan Sytem, and is not diffe. 
rent from the eternal Word, which enlightens all Intelligences. 
He endeavours to make us underftand, that the Keafon common 
to all Men, is not only a participation, or an efteét of the Di- 
vine Reafon, but this fame Reafon united to us, and which-by 
this union makes us juft, tho’ it docs not yet make us happy. 
He pretends, that the Obligation to follow Keafon is evident on- 
ly by this Syitem, and that Confcience is a knowledge of that 
which this fame Reafon di€tates; an inward Language, which 
ought to be examined with care, that we be not deceived init ; 
upon which our Author gives us here fome Rules to prevear 
miftakes. He oppofes vigoroufly the Doctrine of Probability, 
and is perfwaded that we are not excufable, when for want of 
confulting this inward Reafon with attention, we give confent 
to any erroneous Opinion, upon this foundation only, that it has 
a World of Approvers. 

If this Sovereign Keafon ought to be the Rule of our judg- 
ment, it ought no lefS to rule the motions of our Will, that is, to 
fay the different Affections or Paffions of our Soul; of which we 
have here the number and differences. Our Author concludes, 
from the.neceflity that Reafon lays us under, to afcribe to God 
all that we are, that no Humane A€tion depending on liberty 
can be indifferent, and that it is effentially cither good or evil. 
At laft he ends this Entertainment with an enumeration of Ver- 
tues and Vices. i 
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We cannot enter upon the particulars of all the Proofs that 
Father Lamy makes ufe of for eftablifhing the Moral Truths, 
which he propofes without exceeding our Limits, and theretore 
leave the curious Reader to have recourfe to the Book it felf: 








—— 


Clypeus Philofopiie Thomiftice contra Vi eteres + Novos Cjus Im- 

pugnatores. Axthore R. P, F. Facobo Cafimiro Guerinors, Ce. 
nomanenfi, Ordinis F. EF. Predtcatorum Provincie Lolofane 
Strifioris Obfervantie, in Burdigalenft Academia Regio Aate- 
ceffore, 1.¢. A Wefence of the Philofophy of the Thomifts, a- 
gaintt the Ancient and Modern Oppofers thereof, by Facher 
Fumes Cafimire a Guerinois, of the Order of the Pranci/c2rs, 
call’d of ftri€t Obfervance of the Province of Tow/oxze, 1703. 
At Paris, in 8°. 4 Vol. 1 Vol. pages 697. 2Vol, 356. 3 Vol 
pages 928. 4 Vol. pages 835. 


WE may judge by this Work, that Ari/tot/e’s Philofophy is 
not fo univerfally abandon’d, even in France, as many 
People imagine. There are {till a great number who favour tc 
among the Dottors of the Univerficies, and moft part of Monks 
teach it in their Schools. dviffor/e is much obliged to them, 
efpecially to the latter, tho’ they don’t feem to agree among 
themfelives, neither as to the foundation of his Doftrine, nor his 
way of explaining it.» Ss 
Some being taken with the luftre of the new Philofophy, en- 
deavour to tina the Principles of it in the Writings of Avifforie, 
in order to alcribe to that Philofopher the Difcoveries which Mo- 
derns boaft them{élves to have been the Authors of. That which 
is beft in thofz Peripateticks is, they read either the Philofophers 
own Text, or at leaft the moft correét Tranflations of ir, tor by 


3 


_this means they {hun a great many inconveniencies, which they 


that only contult ancient Tranflations, and the Arabian Commen- 
taries, fall into. In the hands of fuch Men, Ariffotle, if we 
may be allowed to fay fo, becomes a Cartefian. 

The other Peripateticks are of a quite different Mind, they 
belicve there is a perfe€t oppofition between the Modern and 
Ancient Philofophy, and accordingly upon this Principle they 


. {peak of both. What chiefly inclines them to the ancient Phi- 


lofophy, is, that the Authors whom they juftly refpe&, and look 
upon 
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upon as their Mafters, and the Founders of their Schools, fal- 
lowed it, and have alfo in a manner incorporated it with Divi- 
nity. St. Tbomas, tor inftance, made it a Rule for him{élt or- 
dinarily to conform to Aviffot/e, and to reconcile the Sentiments 
of that Philofopher with the Myfteries of Chriftianity. He 
feems to be convinced, that the Ideas of Arsffotle are the laft Ef. 
forts of the moft refin’d Reafon, and makes vfe of them when 
he would bring Men to believe by reafoning, St. Thorwesr having 
been fo zealous a Peripatetick, how could his Scholars ever re- 
nounce Ariffotiz, and abandon the ancient Phiifofophy ? 

And indeed, they are fo tar from abandoning it, that they 
eagerly maintain it, and purpofely form defentive Arms to {&. 
cure it from all the Attacks of its Enemies. This is the vfe Fa- 
ther Gucrinois pretends to make of his Philofophicst Buckler, 
which, in the Opinion of thofe who have exaniin’d it, is Armour 
of proof, and almoft of ax good a temper as Gores’s Theological 
Buckler. | 

This laft Buckler, as was obferved by the Fathers Peter Panl, 
and Andrew Chebaudie, made them defire fuch another; bur as 
foon as the Authors caft their Eye upon it, with a defiga to imi- 
tate it, there itfu’d from it a quick and and piercing light, which 
dazled and difcouraged them. They then remembred Apelles 
and his Venus, which remaind imperfett, becaufe no Painter 
durft offer to add a Body to a Head drawn by fo great a Matter. 
Our Auchor at jaft, being more happy than others, attempted it, 
and has fucceeded. He has followed his Pattern with fo much 
Art and Skill, that the Philofophical Buckler, fay its Approvers, 
feems to have come out of the fame Shop with the Tievicgical 
Buckler. In a word, there is no better Armour, according to 
them, cither Defenfive or Offenfive ; fo that it deferves the Mor- 
to which was upon the Buckler cf Mi/tzades : duxiliam nun- 
guam defictens, Help always at hand. 

The Philofophical Buckler is divided into five Parts, like thaz. 
of Achilles in Homer. The firft Part includes all that concerns 
Logick. We have firft the Inftitutions, where Father Guerinois 
{peaks of the Way of Learning; of the Term, of Propofitions, 
of Reafoning in general, and of Syllogifms in particular. He’ 
comes afterwards to the /arger Logick s and after the ufual Pro- 
legomena, he treats at length of Univerfals, of Categories, of 
the Proprieties of fome Propofitions, of the nature of Demon- 
liration, of its Species, and of the moft ufual Soplifms, [His 
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Inflitutions are followed by a fmall Differtation againft this Rule 
of Defcartes. To know the Truth, we muft once in our Life 
time doubt of all, even of the things moft certain. Defcartes ne- 
ver pretended that this doubting fhould be underftood to extend 
to Religion, or Moral and Social Duties; he fays the contrary in 
feveral places: He would have us to come to the Knowledge of 
the Truth by clear Ideas, and in order to make the better ditco- 
very of the connexion of thofe Ideas, he advifes us to fuppofe 
{ora moment that we have none. Our Author takes this Suppo- 
fition, which is purely Philofophical, in good earneft, for a real 
doubt which may corrupt the Mind, and‘influence us in the mott 
important Affairs. According to this prejudice, lie attacks Le/- 
cartes’s Rule, and obje€ts, 1. That this is foolifi, to doubt of 
things we know by Experience to be certain. As for Inftaace, 
That Fire is hot, or that Water is cold, &%c. 2. Thatif one 
were allow’d to doubt of Senfible Things, with much more rea- 
fon fhould they be allow’d to doubt of Spiritual Things. We 
might then call in queftion the Exiftence of God, the Trinity, 
the Incarnation, the real Prefence of Jefus Chrift in the Eucha- 
rift, €c. (fay the Paris Journalifts) which would infentibly 
lead us to Atheifm. It is needlefs to give an Account of the 
other Reafons of Father Guerimois, and to add new Kefle€tions 
to them. 

The fecond Part of his Buckier contains a preliminary Queftion, 
and fifteen others, which make up the firft Part of his Phyficks. 
fn the firft of thefe fifteen Queftions, he combats the Sentiment 
of Defcartes as to Extent, and oppofes Divine Authority to the 
Reafons of this Philofopher, without admitting any of the Ex- 
plications that his Followers adduce, to make their Opinion 
agree with Fheology. He reje€ts alfo De/cartes’s Elements, be- 
caufe thefe Elements are only Accidents, and that Accidents be- 
ing really diftinguifhed from Subftance, they could not be the 
firft intrinfik Principles of them. That De/cartes’s Elements are 
only Accidents, Father Guerinois {hows clearly ,; for thefe Ele- 
ments are only Portions of Matter. Now, according to De/- 
cartes, Matter and Extent are all one ; and befides, Father Gue- 
rinois has taught in his Logicks, that Extent is an Accident, 
therefore Defcartes’s Elements are only Accidents. In the fame 
Queftion, the Dominican Philofopher {peaks of Appetite, which 
the firft Sublunary Matter has for Subf{tantial Forms. This Ap- 
petite is innate. It isa Defire, ii the Subitantial Forms - ab: 

ent, 
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fent, and that Matter has not yet poffeis’d them. It is a Com- 
plaifance, if it has poficis’d them formerly. In fhort, this Ap- 
petite is Pleafure, if the Sub‘tantial Forms be prefent, and the 
firft Sublunary Matter enjoy them actually. The Philofophers, 
adds Father Guerinois, commonly explain themfezlves thus: Burt 
that which we muft obferve after him, is the great ditkerence 
there is between the firft Celeftial Matter, and the firft Sudlunary 
Matter; for the former being ture never to lofe its Forms, is on 
the other fide fo pleasd with them, that it defires no other. 
Our Author, with Ariffor/e, defines the fub{tantial Form to be, 
The firft A of Matter, which with it conftitutes the Subftuntial 
Compofitum, They who take away from this firft A& the privi- 
lege of conftituting effentially the Totwm Phyficum, to maxe us 
believe-that there is nothing in Bodies but motion, repofe, con- 
figuration, difpofition of the Parts, €7c. are here confuted by this 
Reafon, that motion, repofe, the configuration of the Parts, €7c. 
are only Accidents, which in that quality can furnifh nothing 
effential to the Phyfical Compofitum. 


The fecond, third and fourth Part of Phyficks, compofe the 
third and moft valuable parc of the Buckler of the Thomiftic 
Philofophy. : 


Here he confiders the whole World. On one fide appear the 
Heavens, and their folid firmnefs, with the Underitanding Be- 
ings that govern them ; the Stars, and their dire€&t influence upon 
Bodies, and indire&t upon Souls, the Fire always light, and the 
Earth always heavy, and the two other Elements which Ariffos/e 
has plac’'d between them. Oa the other fide we fee Prolomy, 
who by his Sy{tem triumphs over Copernicus, and Ticho-Bracké, 
and Nature being reftor’d to the pofleffion of its Averfion toa 
Vacuum; an Averfion which operates by it felf alone, all chat the 


Modern Philofophers dare attribute to the pretended weight of 


the Air. Here we perceive Generation, Corruption, Alteration, 
Aétion, Re-action, and all the Novelties that they produce with 
refpect to Forms, and to the Qualities of Compounded Bodies. 
There we contemplate with Admiration the heat of boiling Wa- 
ter, really effentially, enticatively diltinguiih’d from the fams 
Water; and thas which is {till more marvelous, we difcover the 
Souls of Serpents, of Horfes, Oxen, and other Animals. We 
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cbferve at aft, in this curious Part of the Buckler, the poffible 
Lindenftanding, and its Obje€t , the Intelligent Memory, the 
Powers that torm the exprefS Species, the perfe€tions of the 
Will, and the induftrious Faculty which prefides over the Mo- 
tions of Animals. So many things prefent themfelves to our 
View, that we cannot fo much as point at them all. Our Auv- 
thor being firmly addi&ted to his Principles, explains part of the 
Phenomena of Nature with good Moral, or Theological Re- 
Hetions, and always expreffes himfelf fo as to gain the Ap- 
plaufes of all the Peripateticks of his fort in the World. Bur 
one of thofe Parts for which he beft deferves thofe Applaufes, is, 
that wherein he difcourfés of the Souls of Beafts. He obferves, 
that there are two forts of Beafts, vc. perfe&t and imperfect. 
‘The perfe€t are fuch as can never be ingendred but by others of 
their kind; and the imperfeét are thofe which moft commonly 
come from putrefa€tion, as Worms and Serpents. He fays moit 
commonly, becaufe Serpents have fometimes Father and Mother 
as perfect Animals. Let us allow, fay the Paris Journalifts, this 
divifion, and thofe definitions, to our Author: The bufinefs is to 
Know, if the Soul of Beafts be indivifible, all in the whole, 
and the whole in each part. The Soul of perfect Beafts, an- 
fwers Father Gwerinois, is indivifible; but itis not the fame as 
to the Souls of imperfeét Beafts. The proof of this double de- 
cifion is eafie to be made ,; we need only an Ax or a Knife. Cut 
off a Leg of an Ox, it will continue without motion and life, 
which would not happen if the Soul of an Ox were divifible, 
and if there had remain’d in the Leg cut off one or many inte- 
gtal parts. The Soul of an Ox, or of any other perfeé&t Animal 
whatever, is then indivifible. Cut in like manner a Serpent in 
two or three pieces, efpecially one of thofe Serpents which have 
neither Father nor Mother of their Kind, you fhall fee all thofe 
pieces ftir, pant a very long time, and retire alfo if you prick 
them ; an evident fign that they live, and that they have each 
fome integral part of the Soul of the Serpent, which was there. 
fore divifible,; rhe Soul of imperfeét Beafts is therefore divifible. 
Tho’ the firft of thefe conclufions be founded upon a reafon fo 
palpable, the Scorifts oppofe it ; but they have not been able to 
prevail again{t this Buckler. If, fay they, the Soul of a perfeé& 
Animal be indivifible, and the whole in every part, the Anima! 
would certainly die.the moment that you cut oft one of its ae 

cipa 
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cipal Parts, fince you fhould thereby deprive it of its Soul, which 
was all in that Part. Now, continue they, the Animal dies not 
all at once in this junéture , for the Tortoifes, for intiance, ac- 
cording to Ariffor/e, live atter their Heart is pull’d our. dver- 
yoes affirms, that he faw a Ram go after its Head was cut oft ; 
And the fame grave Author relates, upon the teftimony ot Avi- 
cenna, that a Bull walk’d two paces after his Heart was taken 


out. 


Father Guerinois removes this vain Obje€tion, by denying 
ftrongly that perfect Animals live after having loit one of their 
principal Parts. Ariftot/e’s Tortoife, Averroes’s Ram, and Aut- 
cenna’s Bull, do not puzzle him; that Ram, and that Bull, 
feem’d to live, but were really dead. It was the fame with the 
Tortoifes ; they live in appearance without their Heart, but are 
dead in effeét, whatever the —— do or fay to the contrary. 
However, this feeming Life is fufficient to preférve the Autho. 
rity of Ariftot/e. And truly, adds our Author, ‘ If thefé Jn. 
‘ {tances prove any thing, they fhould prove that the reafonable 
Soul of a Man is divilible ; for ¥o/eph Acofta, in the 5th Book 
© of his Hiftory of the Indies, chap. 22. fays that a Spaniard, 
© whofe Heart was pull’d out, pronounc’d thefe words, Cavel/e. 
ros muerto meban, 1. €. Cavaliers, they bave kill’d me. 


a 


c 


The Followers of the Modern Philofophy muft be very much 
hardned, if this Difpute and its Circumftances do not engage 
them to judge more favourably than they do, of the importance 
of the queftions that are illuftrated in the ancient Philotophy. 


The Objects that prefent themfélves in the 4th and sth Part 
of this Buckler, are no lefS curious than the reft ; they fet before 
our Eyes all the beauties of Ari/forle’s Metaphyficks, and Moral 
Philofophy ; the quiddity of Being in general, tranfcendental Uni- 
ty, Goodnefs,Truth,the inviduation of Accidenis, formal Effence, 
and Exiftence ; Science, as well Subaltern as Subalternant ; the 
incompoflibility of Science, of Opinion, and ot Faith in the fame 


Underftanding, with refpect to the fame Objeft; the Being of 


Reafon, accompanied with all the Powers to which it is oblig’d 
tor all that it is, and an inhnite number of other, as abftracted 
Objetts become, tf we may be allow’d to fay fo, fenfible in the 
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Metaphyfical part of this great Work. We fhall not run over 
the Moral part; we may euafily guefs what it contains. We 
fhall only obferve that Father Guerinois attacks there with vi- 
gour enough Buius and Fanfenius, as to the nature of Liberty, 
and proves by feveral paflages taken trom St. Auf and St. Tho- 
mas, that the Effence of Liberty confifts in inditterence of Con- 
tradiction, 7.¢. in the power of a€ting or not ating. Let us 
finifh this Extract, fay the Paris Journalifts: Thofe who think 
Homer tedious in his Defcription of dchi//es’s Buckler, tho’ he 
fpends only 134 Verfes upon it, would perhaps be very angry 


with us, if we ¢ntertain them any longer with the Philofophicai 
Buckler. , | 


Traite 
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Traite des Maladies les plus frequentes, & des Remedes [peck 
fiques pour les guerir; avec la methede de sen fervir pour 
Parilite du public & le foulagement des Poxvres. Nowe 
Edition, revue, corrigce © augmentee. Par M. Helveti«s, 
Medecin de §. A.R. Monfeigneur le Duc @Orleans. A Paris 
chez Pierre Auguftin le Mercier, rue §.Facgues, a S. Am- 
broife 1707. in. 12°. pag. 269. 1.é. A Treatile of the molt 
frequent Difeafes, and Specifick Kemedies to cure them, with 
the Way to ufe them, for the Profit of the Publick and Re- 
lief of the Poor. A. new Edition, reviled, corrected and 
augmented. By M. He/vetius, Phyfician to his Royal Higa- 
neis the Duke of Orleans. At Paris, 1707, in 12°. Puges 
369. 


fA. S the Merit of this Book is well enovgi known by the 
) . multitude of Copies that have been fold of it fince 1703, 
and by the Extra€ts which have been made of it in feveral Jour- 
nals, we fhall content our felves to {how what is particular in 
this 2d Edition, without troubling our felves with the Body of 
the Book. M. He/verius having propos’d to inlarge every Edi- 
tion with a new Treatife, he thought fit to augment this with a 
Treatife about the Afthma, and promifes another about the Drop 
fie next Year. The ferious and undivided Attention that our Ax- 
thor givesto the Exercife of his Art, join’d to the great nu:nber 
of Difeafes of all kinds, which: he has under Cure every day, 
puts him in a Condition to make new and ufeful Gbfervations, 
not only with refpeé& to the Caufes of Difeafes, and feverat 
Accidents that accompany them, but alfo as to the ufe of efic&hual 
Remedies for the Cure of them ; and certainly, the Publick is 
very much obliged to him, for the care he takes from time to 
time, to acquaint us with his Difcoveries. It were to be wifh’d. 
that all grear Pra€titioners wou'd follow the fame method, and 
generoufly communicate to the Publick, that which by long Fx- 
perience they have found. to be of moft importance, in 7 Pro- 
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teffion which fo much concerns the Life. and Health of Mankind, 
Nothing would contribute more to bring Phyfick to Perfe€tion , 
and the Example of He/verius is very proper to thew, that fuch 
a Communication is no way inconfiftent with a large Praétice, 
and of reaping all the Fruit that one can expe€t from a folid 
Ettablifhment. 


The little Treatife we account for here, and which takes us 
only the 23 laft pages of this Volume, runs altogether upon that 
kind of Atthma, cr difficulty of breathing, which is occafion’d by 
the obftru€tion of the Wind-pipes, or other Veflels of the Lungs, 
and is accompanied with a wheezing, or ratling, more or lefs 
confiderable. For as to what relates to the different forts of a 
Sympathetick Afthma, fuch as are call’d Convulfive, Hyfterick, 
and Hpyocondriack Afthma’s, their cure depending upon the 
principal diftempers, of which they are only the branches, our 
Author declares that he intends not to treat of them here no 


. more than of the dry Afthma, which he judges to be abfolutely 
incurable. 


M. Helvetivs lays down as a Caufe of the Afthma under Con: 
fideration, the thicknefs of the Blood, which ftaying too long 
in the Arteries and Veins of the Lungs, fuffers a gluifh Serum to 
efcape through the Pores of thofe Veffels, which paffes through 
the Veficles of this Intrail into the Wind-pipes, and alfo into 
the Pipe of the Lungs, and fixes to the Partitions of thofe diffe- 
rent Pipes. This kind of Plaifter oppofing it felf to the free 
paflage of the Air, which by this obftacle fuffers divers Collifions, 
cannat fail to make Refpiration troublefome, and to produce 
that oppreflion, ratling and wheezing, fo common to Afthmatick 
People. There refults from this two principal indications, for 
the cure of this diftemper ; the one is, to make the Blood more 
fluid by the uf of Medicines capable to fubtilize and animate it ; 


the other is, to evacuate the raw and acid Matters which ftop 
the firft paflages. 


To accomplifh thofe ends, our Author advifes to bleed the 
Patient at firlt two or three times, according to the ttrength and 
violence of the diftemper: Upon which he obferves, that it is 
indifferent to let Blood in the Arm or Foot, becaufe the Lungs 

being 
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being in a manner feparate by themfelves in the middle of th: 
Breatt,to let Blood in the Foot makes no more revulfion than to 
let Blood in the Arm. Glifters ought to fucceed letting of Blood, 
for each of which we ought to ufe only half a pint of emolli- 
ent decoétion, to avoid the {welling of the Intrails, which by 
prefling the Midriff would certainly increafe the difficulty of 
breathing. We fhould afterwards have recourfe to Purgation, 
commencing always with Emeticks as much as the Complexion 
of the Patients will allow ; and after that, we are to make ufe 
of fimple Purgatives. Our Author forgets not to fpecify both, 
and to prefcribe the Dofes of them. 


During thofe evacuations, we ought not to negle€&t to make 
ufe of altering Medicines, proper to cut and attenuate the vif- 
cous Flegm, the only fource of all the infeparable Accidents of 
the Afthma. Thefe Alteratives are reduced here to a peCtoral 
Tifan, to an abforbing Powder, to expe€torating Lozenges, to a 
Powder and Emulfion, both caufing fleép ; toa nourifhing Jelly, 
and a Loche, both proper to facilitate Expe€toration, by {weer- 
ning the Serofity. We have here the Prefcriptions of all thof 
Medicines, as well as an exa&t detail of the Regimen, to which 
we ought to confine Althmatick Perfons. 


Our Author finifhes this Inquiry with fome Advices, touching 
the fureft Way to prevent the return of the Fits of this grievous 
diftemper. He commends much, for this precaution, the ufe of 
Brimftone defpoiled of its fix’d acid Salt, and that of Tobacco 
taken in Smoke, He pretends that Brimftone prepar’d after his 
manner, and which he communicates to us, join’d to the confide 
rable Dofe of it which he enjoins, prefcribing to the weight of 
five Drams a Day, is of wonderful ufe, not only to ftop by ix. 
oily and balfamick Parts the Acids of the firft Paflages, and the 
Mafs of Blood, burt alfo to diffipate the {wellings which ordina.- 
tily happen to Afthmatick Perfons, and to repair ina little time 
the lofs of their Fat. As to Tobacco {moak’d, befides the Saline 
Partsof this Plant, fays our Author, which prick the Fibres of 
the Mouth, and fo excites fpitting, the Volatile Sulphureous 
Salts with which it abounds, being carried with the Air into the 
Veficles of the Lungs,ferve to attenuate the too thick Blood . and 
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to cut the vifcofity of the Humours, which facilitates Expegto- 
ration. 


To conclude, M. He/vetius, after having given all the neceflary 
hints, as to the manner of ufing thofe two Medicines, concludes 
with advertifing us, that as to the Remedies which he propofes, 
he no ways pretends to the Glory of inventing them. This fin- 
cere and modeft Confeffion will not rob him of any of the Praifés 
which are fo juftly due to him, for having prefcrib’d in all thofe 
Cafes the molt convenient Preparations and Dofes. 
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Zhe Hiftory of the Prefent Jews throughout the World: Being an 
ample though fuccint Account of their Cuftoms, Ceremonies, and 
Manner of Living at this Time. Tranflated from the Italian. 
Written by Leo Modena, 4 Venetian Rabbi: To which are fub- 
joined Two Supplements, One concerning the Samaritans, the Other 
of the Sec of the Carraites. From the French of Father Simon , 
with bw Explanatory Notes. London ; Printed and Sold by 
Edm. Powel ix Black-fryars near Ludgate. 12°. Pages 286, 
befides Dedication, Preface, and Contents. 


HERE are two Editions.of this Book in Italian; the 

firft Printed at Pars, and Infpected by the Learned 7. 
Gaffarel; the other at Venice by himfelf. Father Sisson alfo 
Tranflated it into French, with {ome Explanatory Notes. All 
thefe Editions are confulted in this prefent Performance, and 
Father Simon’s Notes are added. The Fresch Tranflation hath 
two Supplements ; One concerning the Seé of the Carraim, 
and the Other of the Samaritan ; both which are here rendred 
in Englifh. 

The Eaglifh Editor or Tranflator is Mr. Simon Ockley, who not 
long ago gave the Learned World a Tafte of his Diftinguifhing 
Knowledge of the Oriental Tongues, in his Introductio ad Lin- 
guas Orientales, Of which we gave fome account in one of our 
former Journals. Mr. Ock/ey has not only acted the Part of a 
Tranflator in this Performance, but added fome Explanatory 
Notes of his own, diftine from Father Simon's. 

The Chara&ter of the Author, Leo Medena, is fufficiently 
known to the Learned World: He was a learned Venetian Few, 
intimately acquainted with Chriftian Prelates and others of the 
moft diftinguifhed Characters, who put him uponthis Work ; 
in which he has fhewn great Sincerity and Candour, as well 
as Capacity ; and notwithftanding his Brevity, has not omitted 
the leaft minute Circumftance, only fuch as are not now ob- 
ferved or regarded by the Fews : For we muft accurately diftin- 
guifh between thofe Rites and Cuftoms which for many hun- 
dred Years the Fiws have difufed, {ince the Deftrvfion of the 
Geg Temple 
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Temple and their Captivity, and thofe which the Few: of 
all Nations have practiced from Generation to Generation , 
and preferved by a fucceflive arid uninterrupted Tradition. 
¢ Of the firft Sort are their Precepts relating to Agriculture, 
‘Sacrifices, Priefts, Levites, Decimations, Oc. of the Laft 
‘ are Circumcifion, Obfervation of Feafts and Fafts, command- 
‘ed and voluntary ; Liturgies, Benedidtions, &c. fo that 
* when there is any thing in the Zalmud, ora Rabinical Au. 
‘thor, or thofe that quote them, concerning Antiquated Cu- 
‘ ftoms, we have juft Grounds to fufpe& being impofed upon 
‘ by the Talmudical Doctors, who deliver their own Senfe 
* (or that of their Mafters) for Mofaical Traditions : And living 
‘in fo diftant an Age from the Time when the Temple ftood 
‘entire, give but a very imperfect, and often falfe, Account 
* of thofe Rites and Ceremonies, and the particular Modus of 
‘doing many things which were then in ufe. But when we 
‘ confider fuch things, in the PraGtice whereof they in all Ages 
‘have unanimoufly agreed, however remote and diffipated 
‘ from each other, we have good Grounds to believe, that fuch 
“an univerfal Confent could be only in fuch things as they had 
* received from their Fathers before their Difperfion. 

* Wherefore the Studying the Prefent Rites and Cuftoms of 
* the Fews carries fomething more particularly advantagious 
‘with it thanthat of the Ancient, though that is of admi- 
* rable Ufe alfo; For by this Means we may explain feveral 
© Texts in the New Zefament, and better underftand fevera! 
‘ Cuftoms in the Primitive Church, which receded oftentimes 
‘ from thofe of the Synagogue no more than abfolute Necel- 
* fity required,’ 


Leo Modena divides this Difcourfe into Five Parts , accord- 
ing to the Number of the Books of the Law of Mofes. He 
ingenioufly confeffes, that he has endeavoured to avoid giv- 
ing the Reader any juft Occafion to defpife the Fews for their 
Multiplicity of Ceremonies ; but has not in the leaft taken up- 
on him to apologize for, or defend them ; his whole Defign 
being only to give a juft and faithful Narration of Them, 
and not to gain Profelytes to Them. ‘It is a remarkable 
* Saying (concludes He) of a very Great Perfon, yet rightly 
‘ underftood by very few, ( though agreeable to that of the 


Prophet Hofea, Chap. 11.) Lex Fudaorum, Lex wos 
€ 
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The Particulars touch’d vpon in this fhort Performance, are 
fo very numerous, that it would be hard to form @ Abftra@ 
fhorter than the Original: So referring the Reader to the pe- 
rufal of the Manual it felf, we fhall here content our {elves 
with a bare Tranfcript of the Contents. 


© Part 1. Che ¢. Of the Divifion and Orignal of all the Rites, 
* Cuftoms, and Ceremonies of the Few:, and wherein they 
‘ differ among themfelves. Chap. 2. Of their Houfes. Chap. 3. 
‘ Of their Utenfils and Veflels in their Houfes, Chap. 4. Of 
* their Sleeping and Dreams. Chap. 5. Of their Habits and 
‘Veftments ; of their Fringes and Frontlets. Chap. 6. Of 
‘their Modefty in Evacuation. Chap. 7. Of. the Manner of 
‘their Wafhing in a Morning. Chap. 8. Of Uncleannefs. 
‘Chap. 9. Of their Benedictions, or Laudatory Prayers. 
-© Chap. 10, Of their Synagogues and Schools. Chap, tr. Of 
* their Prayers, Square Veftment, called 7aled, Frontlets and 
* Pentateuch. Chap. 12. Of the Priefts and Levites, and their 
© Oblations and Tythes. Chap. 13. Of their Tillage and Herds. 
‘ Chap. 14. Of their Charity to the Poor, and Tenderaefs to 
‘ their Beafts. 


© Pare lI. Chap.1. Of their Language, Pronunciation, Wri- 
* ting, and Preaching. Chap. 2. Of their Studies and Univer- 
© fities, and the Original and Contents of their Gbemara or 
‘Talmud. Chap. 3. Of the Creating their Rabbins, and their 
* Authority ; and concerning their Excommunications. Chap. 4. 
* Of their Oaths and Vows. Chap. 5. Of their Trading and 
‘Ufury. Chap. 6. Of their Contracts, Writings, Judges and 
‘ Judgments. Chap. 7. Of Meats which are always forbidden, 
‘and their Manner of Eating. Chap. 8. Of their Drinking. 
* Chap. 9. Of the Manner of their making their Bread. Ch. ro. 
* Of their Manner of Eating. 


© Part Ill. Chap. 1. Of the Feaft ofthe Sabbath. Chap. 2 

* Of the New Moons, and the Order and Names of their Months, 
‘ and of their Thirteenth Month. Chap. 3. Of the Feaft of the 
* Paflover. Chap. 4. Of the Feaft of Weeks, or Pentecoft. 
* Chap. 5. Of the Beginning of the Year, and the Month E- 
‘ul. Chap. 6. Of the Day of Pardon or Expiation, which 
* they call Chipwr. Chap. 7. Of the Feafts of Tents or Taber- 
Ggg2 * nacles. 
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‘nacles- Chap. 8. Of their Fafts, both Commanded and Vo- 
‘ Juntary.*Chap. 9. Of the Feaft of Hannuca, or Candles. 
‘Chap. ro. Of the Feaft of Purim, or Lots. 


© part 1V. Chap. 1. Of fuch Knowledge of Women as is 
* prohibited. Chap. 2. Of Marriage. Chap. 3. Of their Con- 
¢ rraéts and Weddings. Chap. 4. How a Woman may be Un- 
‘ married. Of the Punifhment of him that Forceth or Ravifheth 
© 4 Maid. Chap. 5. Of Menftruous Women, and fuch as are in 
‘ Child-bed. Chap. 6. Of Jealoufy and Divorce. Chap. 7, 
¢ Of the Ibum and Caliza, thatis, the Brother-in-Law, who ei- 
‘ther takes or refufes his Sifter-in-Law. Chap. 8. Of Circum-. 
‘cifion. Chap. 9. Of Redeeming the Firft-born. Chap.. ro. 
‘ Of their Teaching their Children, and when they come to 
‘Age. Chap. 11. Of the Refpect which they pay to their Pa- 
‘rents, Mafters, Religious and Aged Perfons. 


‘Part V. Chap. 1. Of the Fewifh Hereticks, particularly of 
‘the Carraim. Chap. 2. Of their Notions of Augury, Divina- 
*tion and Magick. Chap. 3. Of their Profelytes, Chap. 4. 
* Of Precepts relating to Women. Chap. 5. Of their Slaves. 
‘ Chap. 6. Of Confeffion and Penance. Chap. 7. Of Sicknefs 
‘and Death. Chap. 8. Of Death and Burial. Chap. 9. Of 
* Mourning, Prayer for, and Commemoration of the Dead. 
‘Chap. to. Of Paradife, Hell and Purgatory. Chap. 11. Of 
* Tranfmigration, Refurreion and Judgment. Chap. 12. Of 
‘ their Thirteen Articles of Faith, 


“ Supplement. Chap.1%, Concerning the Carrastes. Chap. 2. 
* Of the Samaritans, 


Anthro- 
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Anthropologia Nova ; Or, 4 New Syflem of Anatomy ; deferibing 
the Animal Oceconomy, and a hort Rattonale of many Diftempers 
incident to Human Bodies: In which are injerted divers Anatomical 
Dscoveries and Medicinal Obfervations 5 with the Hiftory of the 
Parts: lluftrated with above Fourfeore Figures drawn after the Life ; 
and to every Chapter a Syllabus of the Parts de(cribed, for the In- 
feruction of Young Anatomifts, By James Drake, M. D. Fellow 
of the College of Phy/icians, and of the Royal Society. In Two Vo- 
lumes. London; Printed for Sam. Smith and Ben. Waltord, 
at the Prince’s Arms in St. Paul’s Church-yard. 1707. 8ve. 
Pages 843 3 befides Dedication, Preface, Contents, and Index. 


HE Two Volumes, now before us, are the Pofthumous 

Work of Dr. Fames Drake , who lived to finifh the Per- 
formance with his own Hands, and to write part of a Preface, 
which is here inferted, with a Continuation from another 
Hand. The Occafion of his engaging in it was this: A little 
before thofe vexatious Interruptions, which he fince met with, 
came upon him, he had engaged to the Bookfellers who Print 
this, to draw up a fhort Syftem upon the Figures of Blanchard, 
which they, without his Advice, had purchafed, in Expe4tation 
of having that done by the late Ingenious Dr. Havers (accord- 
ing to a Contraét they had made with him ) which afterwards 
fell to Dr. Drake’s Share. Thefe Figures were procured at Dr. 
Haver’s Inftance, and make the Aopendix to this Work. 

The Execution of this Defign was retarded by fome trou- 
blefome Affairs of the Author’s own, much longer than he 
could have fufpeéted : And therefore to make the Bookiellers 
fome Amends for the Delay, though he could not fit down ear- 
neftly to the Work, he did, at fuch Intervals as he had, cou- 
fider how to improve the Defign: However, he modefty in- 
forms us, he was diverted by fuch Avocations, that had it not 
been for the Affiftance of his Learned and Ingentous Friends 


Dr. Branthwait and Mr. Cowper, he knows not whether he fhould _ 


have had. the Courage or Patience to have gone through with 
it. 
‘ The 
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¢ The great Skill and: Experience ( fays Dr. Drake) of Mr 
¢ Cowper in Anatomical Affairs, had made it an Injury to my {elf 
‘and this Work, not to have made the beft Ufe of the Bene- 
‘ ft of his Friendfhip ; for befides the feveral Plates with which 
‘ the Body of this Work is adorned (which are all, except four, 
¢ owing to him ;) it is likewife imbellifhed with divers curious 
‘Speculations and ufeful Obfervations , befides fome whole 
‘Chapters, either written by him for this very Purpofe, or 
‘extracted from fome of his former Writings; fuch as the 
« Chapters of the Pens and of the Nofe ; to all which! have 
‘ generally taken care to intitle him by Name. 

‘ Tothis Gentleman’s great Converfation in Human Subjeéts 
‘it is, that I owe the Rectifying many Errors not to be ad- 
* jufted by Anatomical Books 3 amongft which are innumerable 
* Differences not to be decided but by Antopfy, which, in 
‘the Scarcity of Human Subje&ts amongft us, would have re- 
* quired Years for Decifion, had it not been for the numerous 
‘ Colle&ions of Preparations and Drawings which Mr. Cowper 

ie eg by him, the Latter being all done by himfelf from the 
" ©¥aie. % : 

‘ The Other Gentleman whom I have mentioned, is fo well 
* recommended to al] that Know him by his Learning and In- 
* genuity, that he needs no Chara@er from me; 4nd therefore 
‘1 mention him only by way of Acknowledgment for that kind 
© Afiiftance that he afforded me, without which this Work 
‘ muft have gone but flowly forward, as 1 was then imbarafsd. 
© This Gentleman was fo kind as to affift me, not only in 
* collating the many Anatomical Authors, whichI was on this 
* Occafion bound to confult, and to furnifh me with many ju. 
* dicious Reflections thereupon, but to relieve me with his own 
‘Hand from the Fateigue of Writing, at which I own my 
“felf not to be very ready, nor under it very eafy ; and 
* therefore I think my felf happy in a Friend, who could not 


* only aflift me with his Judgment, but his Hand likewife, in 
‘which moft of this Work was written. 


Thus far went the Learned and Ingenious Author in his 
Prefatory Difcourfe; and the Continuation of it informs us, he 
defign'd to have added a pretty large Difcourfe on the Ute. 
tulnefs of the Study of Anatomy to the Praétice both of Phy- 
fick and Surgery, and of what Neceflity the Knowledge of it 


1S 
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is, to accomplifh a Man either in the One or the Other. The 
Continuation offers further, That the want of Skill in Anato- 
tomy, is the true Reafon of the fmall ProgrefS of the Art of 
curing Difeafes fince Gales: And that as much improved as A- 
natomy has been thefe latterYears,there ftill remains a vaftField 
to cultivate ufeful Difcoveries in, even fuch as will ferve, not on- 
ly to explain fome Phenomena of Difeafes, but to point out to 
us their Seats and Methods of Cure. Of this he quotes an 
inconteftable Proof in Book III. Chap. 10. of this Sy/tem of 
Anatomy, in the Cure of an Ozena, which will likewife ap- 
pear in many ufeful Difcoveries and Obfervations in Praétice, 
difperfed up and down in this Work. 

The Method of treating the Parts ufed by the Learned Auv- 
thor, is fuch, as appeared to him to be moft natural, and 
will doubtlefs be found fo. However, to prevent the Difficul- 
ty that may attend thofe who have been only converfant inthe 
common Methcds of other Books of this kind, Care is here 
taken to fix the Title of the Contents to the Top of each Page, 
that it may be readily turn’d to, 

Under the Title of each Chapter he has placed a concife 
S)Babws of the Latin proper Names of the Parts, which at one 
View gives an exaét Scheme of the Particulars that are the 
Subject of the enfuing Chapter, and the Method in which they 
are treated. 

To the Firft Volume is annexed an Appendix, containing 
the Figures that were ef the Firft Edition of Dr. Stephen Blan- 
chard's Anatomia Reformata, and are borrow’d trom other 
Books of Anatomy. To tliefe Figures are annexed Expli- 
cations, written from thofe other Books and from Antopfy , 
and not from that Collector’s Account of them, which is tull 
of grofs Miltakes, though he did no more than tranfcribe the 
Explications of their Original Authors. 

In the Conclufion of the Preface, the Continuator obliges 
us with the Charaéter of the Learned and Ingenious Author ; 
by which it appears that he was not only Learned in his own 
Profeflion, but did truly deferve the Charaéter of an Univerfal 
Schollar : That he had made a confiderable Progrefs in al] the 
Liberal Sciences: That his Stile, both Letim and Engt:ifh, was 
manly, yet eafy;, concife, yet clear and expreflive ; That he 
had arrived to that difficult Perfection of knowing how to make 


wie of his Learning without Pedantry or Affectation : ™ 
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his Knowledge was not confined to Books, fince he had read 
and ftudied Men with the fame Care and ExaétnefS ; and had 
made himfelf a Judge of Political, as well as Natural Con- 
ftitutions : That his Friendfhip was not fufficiently to be 
valued, becaufe it was difinterefled and fincere, and extended 
to all Men without Diftinétion of Parties, or Hopes of Retri. 
bution: And in fine, That he was fteady to his Principles, and 
had anawful Senfe of Religion. 

That the Reader may have a View of the Methods in which 
the Parts are treated in this Performance, we fhall here fub- 
join a Lift of the General Heads ; it being inconfiftent with 
our Province to offer Abftraéts of Books of this Nature. 


Vol. I. Bookf. Chap. 1. Of the General Conftituent Parts 
ofthe Body. Chap.2. Of the Cuticle or Scarfskin. Chap. 3 
Of the Skin. Chap. 4. Of the Membrana Adipofa, and its Fat ; 
and of the Carnofa feu Mufculofa. Chap. 5. Of the Mufcles of 
the Abdomen. Chap. 6. Of the Peritoneum. Chap. 7. A View 

_of the Vifcera of the Abdomen in their Natural Situation, &. 

Chap. 8. Of the Omentum or Caul. Chap. 9. Of the Oefo- 
phagus. Chap. 1o. Of the Stomach. Chap. 11. Of the Inte- 
ftines. Chap.12. Ofthe Mefentery, Laéteal Veins, Reeepta- 
culum Chyli, and Dudtus Thoracicus Chyliferus. Chap. 13. Of 
Eevmentation in General, in order to the better underftanding 
of Animal Fermentations, and the Motions of Animal Fluids, 
Chap- 14. Of Digeftion and Chylification, and the Apparatus 
thereunto conducing. Chap. 15. Of the Pancreas. Chap. 16. 
Of the Spleen. Chap.-17. Of the Liver, Gall Bladder and 
Ducts. Chap. 18. Of the Kidneys, and Glandulz Renales. 
Chap. 19. Of the Urinary Bladder and Urethra. Chap. 20. 
Ofthe Parts of Generation proper to Men, viz. the Sperma- 
tick: Veffels, the Teftacles, the Paraftate, the Vafa Deferentia, 
the Veficulo Seminales, the Proftates, andtheScrotum, Chap. 
21. Of the Penis. Chap. 22. Of the Organs of Generation in 
Women. Chap, 23. Of the Placenta Utenina, the Umbilical 
Veflels, the Membranes that involve the Foetus, and the Li- 
quors that they contain , the Situation of the Foetus in the 
Womb ,; the Legitimate Time ; the Nourifhment of the Fetus ; 
the Difierence between a Feetus before Birth and after. Chap 
24. Of the Catamenia or Menfis, meee The Appendix. 
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Vol. If. Book IJ. Ofthe Parts of the Thorax, or Middle 
Venter. Chap. 1. Of the Mammz or Breafts. Chap. 2. Of 
the Diaphragm. Chap. 3. Of the Pleura and Mediaftinum: 
Chap. 4. Of the Thymus. Chap. ¢. Of the Heart and Peri- 
cardium. Chap. 6. Of the Afpera Arteria and Lungs. Chap. 
7. Of the Motion of the Heart, and Ufe of Refpiration. Chap. 
8. Of Sanguification and Nutrition, 


Book IIf. Of the Head. Chap. 1. Of the Containing Parts 
of the Head. Chap. 2. Of the Meninges or Membranes con- 
taining the Brain. Chap. 3. Of the Brain. Chap. 4. Of the 
Medulla Oblongata, its Nerves, Blood Veflels, and other Ap- 
pendices. Chap. 5. Ofthe Cerebellum. Chap. 6. Of the Me- 
dulla Spinalis. Chap. 7. Of the Nerves which have their O- 
rigin within the Scull. Chap. 8. Of the Nerves from the Spi- 
nal Marrow. Chap. 9. Of the Face. Chap. 10. Of the Nofe, 
by Mr. William Cowper. Chap. 11. Of the Eyes. Chap, 12. 
Ofthe Ear. Chap. 13. Of the External Parts of the Face. Ch. 
14. Of the Inner Parts of the Mouth. Chap. 17. ( Numb. 15 
and 16 being skipp'd by Miftake of the Printer) of the Os Hoides 
and the Tongue. Chap. 18. Of the Bones in General. Chap, 
19. Of the Connexion of the Bones. 


Book IV. Chap. 1. Of the Mufcles and Mucilagiaous Glands 
inGeneral. Chap. 2. Of the Bones and Mufcles of the Head. 
Chap. 3. Of the Bones and Mufcles of the Jaws. Chap. 4. Of 
the Bones and Mufcles of the Neck. Chap. 5. Of the Bones 
of the Back, and other Parts of the Thorax, and their Mu- 
fcles, Chap..6. Of the Clavicles , Shoulder-blades, Bones of 
the Shoulder, Arms, Hands and Fingers, with their Mufcles. 
Chap. 7. Of the Bones and Mufcles which form the lower 
Venter or Region of the Trunk. Chap. 8, Of the Bones and 
Mufcles of the Thigh, Leg, and Foot. --— A General Index, 
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Two Treatifes, One of the Chriftian Priefthood, the Other of the Dig- 
nity of the Epifcopal Order 5 alg Written, and now Publifh'd, 
to obviate the erroneous Opinions, fallacious Reafonings, and bold 
and falle Aljertions in a late Book Intituled, The Rights of the 
Chriftian Church. Wiha large Prefatory Difcourfe, wherein is 
contain'd an Anfwer to the faid Book, All written by George Hicks, 
D. D. The Second Editicn. London; Printed for Richard Sare at 
Gray’s-Inn Gate is Holborn, 1707. 80. about 600 Pages. 


R. Hicks, the Learned Author of this Performance, ufhers 

icin with an Epiftle to the Author of Zhe Rights of the 
Chriftian Church afferted, containing a general Declarationof the 
Dr’s Principles, and inviting that Author to pull off his Mask 
and appear in publick. | 

Next fucceeds a long Preface extending to 243 Pages, con. 
taining an Anfwer to the Author abovementioned. When the 
Dr. firft began this Preface, he did not intend to make it fo long ; 
but one thing leading on another, he was obliged, Step after 
Step, to go through the whole Book before him, and fo run 
the Preface out to the Length it now appears in ;/ wherefore he 
defires his Readers to confider that Preface rather as another 
Book, than asa Preface. Had he forefeen it would have been 
fo long, he would have made it a Book by it felf 3; however 
he thinks ‘tis all one to the Reader and the Intereftsof Truth, 
whether he hath an Anfwer to the Book in a feparate or a joint 
Treatife. 

The Book againft which this Preface is level’d, is Intituled, 
The Rights of the Chriftian Church afferted, Oc. an Abftract of 
— the Reader may meet with in two of our former Jour- 
nals. 

The Publication of that Book, viz. The Rights of the Chriftian 
Church afferted, gave Occafion to the Publication of thefe two 
Treatifes or Letters that make up the Body of the Book now 
before us. Thefe two Letters were written fome time ago, in 
Anfwer to fome Objections rais’d againft Four Propofitions, 
which the Author had drawn up to fatisfy a Lady, who having 
once been of the Communionof the Church of England, = 

after 
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after her departing from it, apply'd her felf to the Dogtor for 
a right and compleat Notion of the Church. Now the whole 
Controverfy, both in the two Letters and in the Preface, bear- 
inga Reference to thefe Four Propofitions, we find ir neceflary, 
before we launch further, to tranfcribe ’em. 


Prop. x. To underftand the Conftitution of the Catholick 
Church as a Society, it will berequifite to obferve by what 
Names it is fet forth in the Scriptures, where it is called 7%e 
Kingdom of God and Dominion of Chrift, the City of God; the 
Houfe and Houfhold of God: And becaufe this. Houfe of God is 
anHoly Houfe, in which he is efpecially prefent, it is therefore 
compared toa Temple, wherein he is worfhip’d by Priefts and 
People: It is alfo call’d the Policy, which we trantlate 72e Com- 
mon-wealth of Wrael, and the Body of Chriff, to fignify that it is 
a Spiritual Society or Incorporation, of which Chrift is the 
Head, and all particular Churches are Members. 


Prop. 2. Itis to be confidered, That this Kingdom, Dominion, 
City, Spiritual Houfeé, Body and Policy of Chrift, had a Being in 
the World under its own Magiftrates and Rulers, indepen- 
dent of the Secular Powers Three Hundred Years together _be- 
fore the Empire became Chriftian ; and afterwards in the Reigas 
vd Apoftate and Heretical Emperors, who perfecuted the 

urch. : 


Prop, 3. Chrift, the Archetypal Eternal Me/chifedech, is the 
King of this Spiritual Kingdom, Lord of this Spiritual Domi- 
nion, and fupream Head of this Spiritual Corporation ; and the 
Bifhops, as Succeflors of the Apoftles, are under him, by Com- 
miffion derived from him; Spiritual Lords and Princes, as well 
as Priefts, in his Spiritual Kingdom ; to whom, in their re- 
fpecive Dominions and Jurifdictions, he requires Obedience 
‘of all his Subje€&ts, of what Temporal Rank or Condition fo. 
ever, asto his Stewards, Vicegerents, or chief Minifters over 
his Church. 


Prog. 4. That this Church or incorporating, Body of Chrifti- 
ans is, by its Conftitution, a Holy, Royal or Regal Priefhood, as 
it is called in the Scriptures; Firft, becaufe Chrift the Hecd of 
itis the Antitypeof Aéelchifedecb, and as fuch, a Sacerdota! So- 
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veraign Or Regal Prief, And, Secondly, Becaufe this Sacerdo: 
tal Soveraign has committed the Government and Adminiftra- 
tion of his Kingdom to Minifterial Pricits, who, as I muft 
often put you in mind, are the Vicars, Subfticues, \egates, 
or Vicegerents of their Royal Sacerdotal Lord and Mafter, in 
his Kingly as well as his Prieftly Office, throughout all the Di- 
{tri&s and Dominions of His Spiritual Kingdom upon Earth. 


To continue our Account of the Preface, which is particu- 
larly levelled againft Tbe Rights of the Chriftian Church afferted; 
the Learned Dr. after charging the Author of that Book with 
a difingenious way of arguing againft Matters of Fact, by re- 
prefenting them as inconfiftent with Reafon, &c, with Biafphe- 
my againft God, in finding Faults and Flaws in the Fabrick 
which He has founded; and with Novelty, Profanenefs and 
Folly in his Affertions: After difplaying thefe Charges, he 
fubjoins an Account of a blafphemous Table Difcourfe in a 
Company, whereof that reputed Author of Zhe Rights of the 
Church was One. 

He acquaints us, That at a Dinner the 29th of November 
laft, the reputed Author of The Rights, and fome other Grecians, 
had a Table-talk to this purpofe: They began with Balaam 
and his Afs, and with Scurrility enough afferted the Afs to be 
the fitteft of the Two to fee an Angel, and to have Divine 
Infpirations and Revelations. They faid the Books of the 
New Teftament were along while kept private, till the Coun- 
cil of Leodicea fell to telling of Nofes ( in which, fubjoins our | 
Author, their Malice exceeded that of Fukan, who never que- 
ftion’d the Canon of the Holy Scriptures.) Hermas's Paftor they 
defpifed, as the moft filly Book that ever was cited for Scri- 
pture by the Ancients, with others of the fame ftamp. By 
other Books of the fame ftamp they particularly meant the Book 
of the Revelations, of which they faid, It had been well if it had 
{till been kept private, for there had not been fo many Mad 
Men ; and then cited a Sentence of a Learned Divine againft 
the Enthuftafts, who had abufed it, as if he had faid the fame 
Thing: Then, they faid, that none of the Prophecies could be 
underftood for multitude of Interpretations ; that, if they were 
already fulfilled, we were no further concern’d with them ; 
but if :t, the Holy Ghoft himfelf had need interpret them, 
Then, as for the Prophets, they did God and Them the Ho- 


nour 
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nour to compare them to Camifars, and Prophecy to Delirium 
in Feavers ; and told a Story of a Phyfician who cured a Patient 
of his Prophetical Deliriums, and was refufed his Reward. They 
alfo faid it was a Difeafe proper, it may be, to certain Places: 
and Conftitutions, as Agues; and took occafion from a Paflage 
in a Learned Author to affert, That Wine was ufeful to pre- 
pare for the Illapfes of the Prophetical Spirit; and thence ob- 
ferv'd, that Drunkennefs and Prophecy was the fame thing. 
They faid, There was many Contradictions in the Scriptures ; 
that the Holy Ghoft could fpeak his own Mind plainly if 
he pleafed, and therefore That it s the bighet Blafphemy, and 
worthy of Death, for any to pretend, by their Explications of 
the Text, to fpeak plainer than He, and to interpret the Mind 
of God, as if He were not able to tell His own Meaning : 
And that all Priefts were monftroufly guilty of ic; and that 
the Author of 7e Rights doth the very fame thing as Chrift 
and his Apoftles did, in {peaking againft Priefts: And, in 
fine, That Multitudes of Religions were as much for God's 
Honour as variety of Faces ; and that God muft have a mind 
to be fo worfhipped. They alfofaid, That the Marriage in 
Cana was a merry Meeting; and that our Lord made the Wa- 
ter Wine with Spirit of Wine: And that the one thing needful, 
of which he fpake to Martha, was a good Difh of Meat. 


*O Blefled Family ( fubjoins our Learned and Pious Author) 
‘which muft hear fuch Table-Talk ! That blafphemed the 
* Scriptures into Contradi@ions; that reproached the Holy 
* Spirit with not fpeaking plainly, becaufe in fome places He 
* was pleafed to wrap up His Meaning in Figures and Simili- 
“tudes, and Parables: And becaufe His plain Meaning in other 
© places accidentally became obfcure, like the Meaning of old 
* Human Authors, for want of knowing the Ancient Hiftories, 
* Cuftoms, Proverbs and Idioms of Speech which are requifite 
*to make them be underftood. ——— Becaufe they hate the 
* Scriptures, and becaufe Priefts for the moft part are and have 
* been Expofitors of them, they damn all Expofitions, andifen- 
* tence the Expounder, and, by confequence, all the Tranflators 
* and Paraphrafts to Death. A modeft and merciful Sentence? 
* in which is involved the 72 Interpreters, the Chaldee Para- 
* phrafts, and, not to mention our Blefled Lord, who is not 


‘ excepted from it, the Apoftles, and after them the — 
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“lick Writers . It condemns the Bereans for fearching the 
“ Scriptures, and Timothy for reading them from a Child, by 
‘which he became a Chriftian; and plainly fhews how much 
‘sthefe Deifts and Atheifts are grieved that the Scriptures are 
* tranflated and expounded to maintain reveal’d Religion againft 
‘them; and that there is yet an Order of Men, a peftilene 
‘Order of Priefts and Clergymen, to read and expound the 
¢ Scripturesto the People, and déferve Death for their Pains. 





After obferving, That tis no Difhonour to the Church to have 
fuch Men her Enemies, and that the Fuliam the Apoftate is a Man 
ofPrinciplesandPiety when compared to them,and taking no No- 
tice of Fulian's Teftimony to the Prieft’s Office,and his regard to 
itas diftina from, and independent of the Secular Power; he 
fets forth, That as all Mankind, of what Nation or Religion fo- 
ever, did by the Lightof common Reafon agree in the Notions 
of a Deity, of Divine Worfhip of Temples and Altars; fo by 
the fame common Light of Reafon they all agreed in the Notion 
of the Priefthood, and of the Difference between the Sacred and 
the Civil Power: And that this Argument from the common 
Notion and Confent of Mankind isof fuch Force, that it can’t 
be avoided but by faying, ThatPriefts of all Nations are and 
were alike, all Cheats and Knaves, all Deceivers of the Peo- 
ple ; and that Priefthood and all the pretended Powers of it is 
nothing but Prieftcraft ,; and by confequence fo muft the com. 
mon Notion of a God, of Divine Worfhip, of Temples, and 
of Altars be. : 3 : 

In fhort, the Author of the Rights having afferted, That ‘the 
Chriftian Priefts borrowed the Cuftom. of Excommunication 
from the Heathen Priefts, particularly the Druids; the Dr. of- 
fers, That that Author might as well have aflerted that they bor- 
rowed the Notion of a God, and the Doétrine of Chrift’s Me- 
diation from them; and that his Calumnies equally refle& up- 
"9 the Jewifh and Patrtarchal Priefthood, as upon the Chri- 

ian. o 

In the next Place he quotes feveral Authorities to prove the 
Holy Sacrament of the Lord’s Supper a Sacrifice ; and reflects 
upon'thae Author for ridiculifig the Holy Sacrament of the 
Lord’s Supper; and its Confecration, arguing, That, by his 
Account of the Sacraments, the Holy Fathers who div’d in the 
Apoftle's Time are calumniated by him 5 and that Chrift hin- 

elf is involv’d in his Charge of Prieftcraft. He 
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He obferves, That without any Diftinétion of Times and 
Perfons, he lays the Charge of Prieftcraft equally on all Chri. 
{tian Priefts of all Ages, as if there were no Difference between 
the more primitive and pure, andthe latter and corrupt Ages 
of the Church; or between reform’d Churches, and thofe 
which remain unreform’d. 

He obferves again, That that Author derives the Chriftian 
Notion of Sacrifice, Prieft and Altar by Prieftcraft from the 
Heathen, contrary to the known Original and firft Propagati- 
on of the Chriftian Religion from the Jewifh Church, and among 


Jews. 


¢ Did he not know (/ays the Dr.) that the blefled Founder of 
¢it was a Jew, and all his Apoftles Jews, who were verfed in 
‘the Scriptures and Religious Rites and Cuftoms of the Jews ? 
‘Did he not know that Chriftianity is nothing but myftical or 
©reform’d Judaifma; and that our Lord himfelf us’d the Words 
‘Altar, Gift, or Sacrifice, and Offering in a Precept to his 
* Difciples; and did he borrow them from the Heathens or from 
“the Jewifh Church? Did St. Pasi borrow the Word Altar, and 
‘the metonymical Ufe of it for an Altar Offering, from the 
‘ Jewifh or Heathen Writers, who was an Hebrew of the He- 
‘brews, and, as touching the Law, aPharifee, converfant in 
© Mofes and the Prophets, and in their Temple-worfhip? But 
*becaufe Heathen and Heathenifh will make a terrible Sound in 
‘the Ears of fome Readers, and raife odious Ideas with Fears 
and Jealoufies in their Minds ; therefore whatever Chriftiani- 
‘ty hath incommon with the Religions of the Jews and Hea- 
‘thens, it muft be all Heathenifh, and for Heathenifh Reafons ; 
‘its Priefts, and Sacrifice, and Altars ; its Excommunications, 
* the Mediation and High-priefthood of its Redeemer muft be 
‘reprefented as Heathenifh; and, if he durft, he might have 
‘reprefentedevery thing inthe Jewith Religion as Heathenifh 
*too: But that was too bolda Stroke at firft, but hereafter per- 
‘haps they may arrive at that Confidence, unlefs Fofephus ae 
‘ sainft Appion, and the Chriftian Apologifts, and Cyri/of Alex- 
¢adria’s Anfwer to Julian the Apoftateghould ftand in their 
“way, who have fhewed that the Greeks were. but Boys and 
‘Children to the Hebrews, and that like Plagiarics they borrow- 
‘ed all their Learning, Sacred and Prophane, relating to Law 


‘ orReligion, from them, Indeed Paganifm, as Learned _ 
| * have 
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‘have often fhew’d, is but Judaifm corrupted from the one 
“ true God tothe Worfhip of Devils, and as I muft obferve 
p again, if every thing in the Chriftian Religion, whereof there 
* is the like among Pagans, muft pafs for Heathenifh Prieftcraft, 
* there will be very little left which muft not pafs for fuch too, 
“Wherefore when thefe Blafphemers fay that fuchor fuch a 
© Notion or Practice in the ChriftianReligion was introduced by 
* Prieftcraft from the Heathens, it fhould be confidered whether 
© the Heathens did not derive it from the Jews, and whether it 
‘is not a thing common to all Religions and good in it felf, 
‘though more or lefs perverted and abufed by the Heathens : 
¢ Nay, I willadd one thing more, It ought tobe confidered, 
© whether it is unlawful for Chriftians, or Chriftian Priefts, to 
¢ borrow a proper Term or good Cuftom from Paganifm ; or to. 
¢ reform and turn that to theHonour andService of the trueGod, 
© which they abufed in theWorflip of the falfe Gods. Briffomizs,in 
‘ his Formule; hath fhew’d, That the ancient and common Phrafe 
© inthe Chriftian Worhip, Kves taénooy, Lord have mercy upon 
© 4s, wasone of the Formule of Invocation in the folemn Wor- 
* fhip at Heathen Sacrifices ; and I would ask this Man, fuppofing 
¢ that Chriftian Priefts anciently borrowed it fromthe Heathens, 
* Whether it was aSinor Shame in them, or a Difgrace to 
‘Chriftianity, to transfer it from theIdol Worfhip of Pagans, 
‘and confecrate it, as they did their Idol Temples, to the Ser- 
* vice of the true God? I fay fuppofing, but not granting, be- 
‘caufe the Phrafe is in feveral Places of the Gofpel, and was 
* without doubt taken from thence. 


He argues, That all the Infults thrown upon the Order of the 
Priefthood terminate upon Chrift himfelf, who is the High 
Prieft of their Profeffion. Thefe and other Obfervations are 
given by way of Anfwer to the Imputation of | Prieftcraft 
thrown by the Author of the Rights upon the Clergy, for mak- 
ing the Lord's Supper a Myjtery and a Sacrifice in the Heathenifh Sen{e 
of the Words. 

That Author having charged Archbifhop Laud with patro- 
nizing Chowney’s Book, with holding the Pope not to be Anti- 
chrift, with fetting up the Picture of the Trinity in Lambeth 
Chappel, ec. the Doctor. vindicates his Memory, by fhewing 
thefe Charges to be falfe from The Hiftory of bis Troubles ana Trial , 


publifh’d 
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publifh'd by Mr. barton at Londo in 1695, and from my Lord 
Clarendon and others. 

The Author of the Rights having charged the High Church with 
jabouring to have the Word Church fignify the Clergy only, in 
exclufion of the People, as they do in Popith Countries; the 
Dottor offers, That the Church being a Society, the Name of 
it is varioufly ufed, as in other Societies; fometimes, in the 
moft proper Senfe, for the Clergy and People ; fometimes bya 
Metonymy common to the Names of other Societies, lef$ pro- 
perly, for the People only, and for the Governours of the 
Church only, as in Math, 18. 17. in which laft Senfeit hath 
been ufed in all Ages of Chriftianity long before Popery was 
in the World, to fignify the Clergy or ruling Part of the 
Church, InthisSenfe it is ufed in the firft Article of A¢agnz 
Charta, where the King grants that the Church of England (hag 
be free, &c. 

sh Author having cenfur’d Synods or Councils, as having 
always determin’d fomething in Prejudice of the true Religion, 
and having been generally compos'd of ambitious, crafty, de- 
figning Men, @c. Dr. Hicks fays, all he has alledged amounts to 
no more than this, That Priefts and Bifhops are Men and not 
Angels ; Men of like Pafiions and Infirmities with others. He 
obferves, That tat Author’s way of arguing againft them in 
their fingle or fynodical Capacity, is, in Effe@, to impeach the 
Wifdom of God in making mortal Men Priefts, and to argue 
Chriftianity out of the World: That Julian the Apoftate who 
knew their Divifions and Quarrels, never made ufe of any fuch 
Argument, which, in reality, is nothing buta Satyr upon the 
Natureof Man: That the Differences among the Clergy never 
influenced the ancient Chriftians to defpife their Order or difo- 
bey their Authority, much lefs to fufpeé& that Chriftian Prieft- 
hood was but Prieftcraft: That, at his way of fpeaking, a Jew 
or Mahometan may draw ftrange Conclufions from the former 
and latter Divifions of Chriftians,; and a Sadducee might with 
the fame Words reprefent the Mofaick Priefthood and Inftitu- 
tions to be Prieftcraft : That our Lord, who knew the Wick- 
ednefs of the Priefts, and that he fhould be crucified by them, 
never {poke againft them as Priefts, but was fubjeé&t to them - 
Andin fine, That his way of expofing and deriding Ecclefiafti- 
cal Synods, is, in Effect, libelling all Temporal Senates, States, 

: lii Dyets 
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Dyets and Parliaments, which have all been guilty of Injuftice 
and Faction. 


* This new Way of Arguing (/ays Dr. Hicks) againft Eccle- 
‘ fiaftical Synods and Councils from the Contention which hap- 
‘ pen in them, hath a farther Profpec than moft Readers wiil 
‘ at firft difcern ; for asthe Men who make a Flourifh with it 
‘are Enemies of the Clergy, and as their Speaker, our Author 
‘ plainly tells us, would have the whole Affair of Religion ma- 
‘naged by Lay-hands ; fo when they find Opportumity they'll 
“turn upon the firft Minifters of the Gofpel, the Apoftles, 
‘ who, they will have the Impudence to fay, Firft pretended to 
‘the Spirit to fan@ify what they did; and to give Colour to 
‘ what they fay, they’ll ask how the Spirit could be with Men 
‘who had fuch fhameful Divifions among themfelves; fometimes 
“for Superiority, who fhould be the greateft;, fometimes for 
‘Trifles, as Paw! with Barsabas ; and fometimes about Matters 
“of Religion, as Paw! with Peter, whom he withftood to his 
* Face? Nay, to difcredit Chriftianity as much as they can, 
* theyll declaim with all their Wit and Malice upon the Divik- 
* ons, Faéctions and Contentions in the Church of Cerinth, plant: 
“ ed by the Apoftle himfelf: ThefeScorners, when it will ferve 
‘ their Turn, will make them, as well as the Quarrels and Con- 
*tentions-in Councils, a common Place for their Scurrility ; and 
‘“Lamof Paul, lof Apollos, Lof Cepbas, and I of Cbrift, fhall 
‘ be an Herculean Argument with them, that Lay-men would 
* make much better Church Governors than Priefts. 


[In the next Place he vindicates the firft general Council at 
Nice from Marvel's unfavourable Character, cited by the Author 
ot she Rights; and obferves, That no Innocence can free the 
Priefthood from that Author’s Detractions and Calumnies ; and 
that if God had thought fit inftead of Men to make Angels 
Pri.{ts, his Wifdom had ftill been arraigned at the Bar of Rea- 
- for making Spirits Priefts who had. none of our Paflions, 

¢. 

The Clergy being cenfur'd by that Author for condemning 
Henry the Seventh for alienating the Church Lands, and thofe 
who poflefs them as guilty of.Sacrilege for with-holding them 
from the Church ; and the Cenfure being grounded upon this 
Reafon, that the Lands are now in the Hands of the Church, 
and have been ever fince the People were poflefs'd of we 

. becaule 
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becaufe the People in the Scriptures are calledthe Church 
Dr.Hicks makes anfwer, That fo the People of the City are called 
the City; andif any of them fhould poflefs themfelves of the 
City Lands, they would be in the City {till : That if for Church 
Lands we part Priefts Lands or Bifhops Lands, his Sophifin will 
appear to a Child: And that as long as our Bifhops and Priefts 
enjoy the Remainder of the Church Lands, thefe Men, if per- 
mitted, will be always thus writing againft them. A Stipen- 
dary Miniftry ( fays be) fubje& to a Staff and a pair of Shoes, 
is what they defign to bring about by all their Invectives a- 
gainft the Clergy: And as they malign the Church for her 
Lands, fo they hate her Synods for the fake of her Doétrine, 
and are always for the fame Caufe barking at the Univerfities, 
<i they alfo have Lands, and are the Seminaries of the 

urch. 


‘ The narrow Bounds of a Preface (continues the Dr.) will not 
* give me leave to fhew the many falfe Turns he hath given to 
¢ Church Hiftory in this Chapter,and makes the Refle@tions, which 
‘the Authors he hathcited againft Ecclefiaftical Synods, as well 
© as what he cites deferve. I will only fay,I am forry, andam 
‘ afhamed to find, that any Divines of the Church of England 
© should write in fuch manner, as to deferve Praifes from him; 
* and [hope it will be matter of Humility and Repentance to 
‘them, when they find themfelves adorn’d for writing fuch 
‘things by fuch Men, whofe Commendations are Fiatteries, 
© whofe Praifes are Difhonour, and whofe Charaéters the more 
‘ favourable they are, are the greater Scandal and Difgrace. 
© Indeed it would be worth the while for fome that havetime, 
* tomake Remarks on all the Citationsof his Book. Some he 
© would find cited out of Authors, who were known Enemies to 
* RevealedReligion ; Others which have been anfwered without 
‘taking notice of the Anfwers: Others he would find to be Er- 
‘rors of miftaken and well-meaning Men 3 and others of Cler- 
‘symen, who, to ferve a Defign, have written things inconfi- 
* ftent with their Chara¢ters, and Profeffion, as Priefts. Others 
¢ again would appear to be but rafh and paffionate Difcharges 
* of Men, who wrote in hafte and heat: And others, which he 
“triumphs in citing, would be found but Singularities of a 
‘few opining Writers ; and in the laft place, others will be 


‘ found to be the Effufions of Bile and Venom againft the Fa- 
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‘thers of the Greek and Latin Church, upon account of the 
© Nicene Or Conftantinopolitan Confeffion, —— It would re. 
‘ quire a great deal of Time and Patience to fhew our Author's 
¢ Fallacies and Contradiations ; and how under the Name of 
‘ High Church he hath written from one End of his Book to 
¢ the Other againft the Church of England, contrary to her Do- 
¢ rine and Difcipline in her Articles, Canons, and Homilies, 
¢ in which fhe aflerts the Power of the Keys, and the Clergy 
*to have that Power, ———— 


Here our Author fhews, that the Power of the Keys is no 
novel High Church Doétrine, but the old Dodtrine of the 
Church of England, and as ancient as Chriftianity : That the 
Clergy of all Churches ought to take care to preferve this Po- 
wer in Purity and Force: That the Abufe of it is no Argument 
againft che Ufe of it: And that the Author’s Arguments a- 
gainft Church Power are precarious and fallacious, as being 
drawn ab incommodo upon a Queftion of Fad. 

That Author having objected againft the Power of Excom- 
munication belonging independently to the Clergy, that then 
the Magiftrate could neither Imprifon, Banifh, or put to Death 
a Man, becaufe it would deprive him of the Communion of the 
Church: Dr. Hicks replies, That in Cafes of Imprifonment 
or Banifhment, the Prifoner and Exiled Perfon want indeed 
the Benefit of aétual Communion, but they have the Com- 
fort of being in a ftate of Communion with all the Churches 
of the World. 

As to the tragical Effe&s of Excommunication in being de- 
nied all Company , and obliged to lead a Life more formida- 
ble than Death, ac. objeted by that Author: Dr, Hicks an- 
{wers, That the Sentence of Excommunication extends not to 
near Relations, nor to Cafes of Neceflity, or of Admonition 
and Inftruction ; and that admitting it did, all that Mifery 
would be the Effe& of the Excommunicate’s Contumacy and 
Stubbornnefs, and not of the Excommunication, becaufe the 
Church is always ready to receive him upon Repentance, this 
Power of her Priefts being not for Deftruction, but Emefidation 

and Euification. » Under this Head the Dr. fhews, that the like 
Effects are common to all Societies. 
As tothat Author's Objection, That the. Magiftrate is not 
exempt from Excommunication, fince he is an Ecclefiaftical 
Subjea, 
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Subject, and fo may be reduced to thar miferable Condition of 


being avoided and fhunn’d by his Souldiers and Others, on 

ain of being deliver'd to Satan: Our Author replies, Thar 
as the Duty of turning Excommunicates extends not to Natura] 
or Domeftick, fo neither does it to Civil or Military Relati- 
ons. 
In anfwer to this Allegation, That the Penalty of Excom- 
munication is commonly inflicted for trifling Caufes ; ‘Tis here 
offered in the firft place, that the Abufe of a Power does not 
deftroy the Ufe of it; and in the next place, that if thofe 
srifling Caufes were examined, they wauld be found to be the 
weighty Caufes of Contempt and Contumacy, when refractory 
Perfons will not own the Judgment and Authority of Eccle- 
fiaftical Courts, or fubmit to them, tho’ but in fo finall a Mat- 
ter as a Groat or a Shilling. 

The next Objection is, That if Excommunication belongs by 
Divine Right tothe Clergy, then the Magiitrate hath not all 
Power neceflary for the Protection of his Subjects, becaufe 
by the Terror of this dreadful Punifhment, they drive the moft 
ufeful Citizens and their Trades into Foreign Parts, to the 
Ruin of the Common-wealth: To this our Author anfwers, 
Firft, That the Terror of Punifhment cannot be an Argument 
upon a Queftion of Fa ; and that the Argument is as good 
againft the Civil as the Ecclefiaftical Power. His Second An- 
fwer is, That if by the Terror of Excommunication, is meant 
the Terror of it asa pure Spiritual Punifhment, that can drive 
none into Foreign Parts, becaufe an Excommunicate is bound 
by the Sentence where ever he goes: But if by the Terror 
ofit, is meant the Civil Punifhments that attends it by the 
Laws of Chriftian Countries, then it is not the Ciergy but 
the Magiftrates themfelves who are Judges of the Publick 


Good, that drive them out. 

Another of the Objections againft Excommunication is this: 
The Arguments for which the Clergy ufe tozw Spiwitual Furi[dittwn, 
will give thera \the Gognizance of all Caizles, and a Right to Exe 
communicate for one Sin as well as azother;, and confequently of 
invading of Property and Rebellion, which woul: make them Fadges 
to whom Right and Alegiaree belong d and (urge al Publick and 
Private Caufes to their Determination. To tius Objection our Au- 


thor anfwers.in the following words ; ‘ Thisis as falfe, as it is 


‘jnviduous ; for the Church hath always difclaimed, and 
* re~ 
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‘Senounced to hear, or try Caufes of Civil Right and Pro. 
‘ perty between Subjects, or Rival Princes, as not being of 
“ her Cognizance, after the Example of her Lord and Savi. 
‘our, who, when one of his Difciples faid unto him, Mafer, 
‘ (peak to my Brother that be may divide the Inheritance with me + an- 
*“‘{wered, Who made me a Fudze, or Divider over you? The 
* Church, our Saviour’s Kingdom, though it is inthe World, 
* yet it is not of the World; and her Governours, as fuch, 
‘ have nothing to do with worldly Trials; nor as fuch can 
¢ they judge of Right and Wrong in Publick or Private Capa- 
‘cities, except ia Cafes of Notoriety of Fact, which need neither 
‘Trial, Witnefles, or Proof, and of which every Man is Judge 
¢ as wellas they. In thefe Cafes they may exercife their Jurif. 
‘ di@ion,and Excommunicate open Rebels and Raptors for cheir 
“Sin, till the one lay down their Arms, and the other make 
‘ Reftitution : And if a Bifhop fhould fo cenfure a Man, who at 
* Nooneday, in the Sight of a Thoufand People, fhould do to 
‘this Man as the Sabeans and Chaldeans did to Fob, or it may 
“be worfe, plunder ‘his Houfe, and carry his Wife and Chil- 
‘dren (if he have any) away Captive, I believe he would 
‘ think that Bifhop did not only what hehad Power, but what 
‘he ought to do, and would think himfelf obliged to give 
“him Thanks. The like the Church hath power to do atte 
‘the Criminal’s Trial, where the Proof was certain and wa- 
‘ doubted, to bring him by the Terror of her Cenfures to Re- 
‘.pentance ; but if defpifing them, he will live and die obfti- 
‘ nate and impenitent ; he will go bound to God’s Tribunal, 
£ which is the laft Refort from the Cenfures of the Church. 


Another of that Author's ObjeGtions againft Spiritual Ju- 
rifdiction, is 5 That it fubje&ts the fame Perfon to two Tri- 
als, and makes him liable to be punifhed twice for the fame 
Crime. The Anfwer is, That it is not manifeftly unjuft for 
a Man to be fubject under the fame Power, and in the fame 
, Society to have two Trials, or to be twice punifhed for the 

fame Crime ; much lefs under different Powers : ‘ For, Firlt, 
“(to.sufe our Author's Words) It is neither againft the Laws ot 
* Nature, or the fundamental Rules of Policy,that in fome Cafes 
* a Man may be fubje& to two Criminal, as well as two Civil 
* Trials, if the Wifdom of Legiflators think fic: Why fhould it 
; be fo abfurd in Policy for me, who may have the Advantage 
* of 
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¢ of a Second or a Third Trial for mry Eftate, in fome Cafes 
‘ not to have two for my Life, which is dearer to me than my 
‘Eftate? Or why is it more abfurd in it felf, that I fhould at- 
* ter Condemnation have a fecond Trial for my Life Cif it were 
‘ part of our Conftitution) than the Benefit of the Royal Par- 
‘don, when the Sovereign is convinced that lam found Guil- 
‘ty and condemn’d by a Partial Jury or Falfe Witnefles, or a 
‘Corrupt Judge? And if it would notbe abfurd to have twe. 
‘ Criminal Trials in fome Cafes in the fame Society, it cannot 
‘be abfurd to be tried and punifh’d twice in different Socie- 
‘ties, efpecially fo different as the Church and State, and 
¢ their Punifhments are, and have been taken to be. A Man 
© may be difinherited by the Father for the fame Crime,. for 
‘which the Magiftrate will alfo punifh him according to Law ; 
© and the Univerfity upon Notoriesy of Fact, or otherwife upon 
© Proof, may expel a Member, or any Number of Members 
‘for the fame Crimes for which afterwards they may be fined, 
‘imprifon’d, pilloried, or put to death. I hope therefore 
* what a Father of a Family hath power to do without Abtures 
*dity, will not be an*abfurd Power in a’Father of a Church ; 
‘or that there is any more Injuftice in the higheft Cenfure 
*ofthe Univerfity, than in that of the Church, which in this 
‘Cafe fo much refemble one another. And then as for 
‘being punifh’d twice for the fame Crime, there is neither Ab- 
*furdity nor Injuftice in that; for a Man may be condemned 
*to ftand in the Pillory, and whipt at London, and at York ; 
“and as to the Criminal, I defire to know what is the Diffe- 
*rence betwixt being punifh'd twice by vertue of One or Two 
© Trials ? I believe our Author, werg. it his own Cafe, would 
*not think it much. 


One Argument more ufed by that Author, is, That if a 
Magiltrate may put a Bifhop to Death, he may Deprive him, 
becaufe That includes This. Our Author anfwers, That by this 
way. of arguing the Magiftrate may deprive a Father of his Fa- 
therhood, and diflolve his Fura Sanguinw. A Pagan Magiftrate 
may deprive a Bifhop, becaufe he can put him to Death: 
Ora Highway-man killing a Bifhop deprives him. Iron is in- 
cluded in the making of a Sword, but it does not follow that 
aCutler can make Iron.Lofs of Memory is included in Death,but 
Killing a Man is improperly called Depriving him of hisMemo- 

ry, 
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ry. Privation or Deprivation fuppofe the Exiftence of the 
Subjeét deprived, but not the Deftrudion of it: And there. 
fore our Author ( fays the Dr.) {poke as little Logick as Law, 
when he faid, That the Death of a Bifhop included his Depri- 
vation ; and that the Magiftrate could Deprive him, because he 
could put him to Death. ‘ Stahlins ( continues the Dr ) in his 
* Fourth Maxim, Quod pote/t majus potest minas,would have taught 
‘him better Logick ; And Bronchorftiui, on the Rules of Law, 
‘ better Law: For when his way of arguing from the Grea- 
“ter included in the Lefs is good in Laws, it fuppofes, firft, 
‘ with relpect to the Power ‘Fudicial, that they fhould both be 
‘ of the fame Cognizance, and belong to the fame Tribunal: 
¢ And as to the Legsflative, it fuppofes that the Lefs, as weil 
“as the Greater, which in his way of fpeaking includes it, 
“ fhould be within the Sphere of their Legiflation, and not 
‘exempted from it by the. Laws of Nature, or the pofitive 
* Laws of God : For the Legiflation of the Magiftrate is limit- 
“ ed by the Laws of God, and the primary Laws of Nature in 
“ the Soul of Man; And when his Laws, and Inftitutions are 
“contrary to them, they are void from the Beginning; and 
“ therefore if the Magiftrate have not power to Deprive Bi- 
“fhops, as many Learned Men think, and as the Ancient 
‘ Chriftians believed, upon that Suppofition it will not follow 


“that tho’.the Magiftrate can put a Bifhop to Death, that there- 
“ fore he can Deprive him. 


Cur Author proceeds in the next place to vindicate the 
Power of Ordination from the Charge of its being inconfiftent 
with the Magiftrates Right to prote& the Common-wealth ; 
and tke Clergy from the Charge of making the Magiftrate 
their Deputy and Executioner. 

He denies, in oppofition to the Author of Tée Rights, an an- 
tecedent State of Nature, in which Men lived before Political 
Government was erected; And affirms, that the Sophifm of 
confounding the Laws and Rights of Nature, affeéts that Au- 
thor’s whole Difcourfe. He charges him with impeaching the 
Divine Wifdom, in reflecting upon the Settlement of Revenues 
upon the Clergy. He afferts his Book to be deftruétive of 


Chiftianity as a Society; and proves that Author to bea Creed- 
maker himfelf. He diftinguifhes between Empire and Church, 
and fhews the Diftin@ion between Secular and Ecclefiaftical 

Power ; 
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Power, and their Independency on each other, to beas emi- 
nent as the Apofties 5 and reflects upon that Author’s Compa- 
rifon of thefe two independent Powers to a two-headed Mon- 
fter. He fhews not only the Originals of thefe two Powers, 
bui their Extents and Ways of Admiffion to be different : And 
charges him with arguing down all Civil but what is purely 
Difpotick Government. He offers, That the feveral Indepen- 
dent Powers in Religion, fet up by that Author, areas abjurd 
and inconfiftent with the Secular Power, as he pretends the 
Churches Power to be: That by his Principle any Heretica! 
Sect may rebel againft their Prince in defence of their Herefy : 
That the Church claims no greater Independency on the State 
by Divine Right, than he demands by Natural Right for every 
Society of Chriftians: And that if the Church of England could 
embrace his Principle of Natural Right, the Srat. of the 25 
H. VIL, would be no hindrance to her claiming the Benefit 
thereof ; and confequently the Magiftrate would lofe by the 
Exchange of Divine for his Natural Right. 

That Author having charged the Ereétion of a vifible, in- 
dependent, fpiritual Kingdom with Abfurdity, in concluding 
one to be fubjeét to, and Soveraign of the fame Perfon ; om 
Author makes anfwer, That two Superiors or Soversigns may 
be fubje& to one another in different reipeéts, though not in 
the fame refpeé& ; that Kings may in different refpe&s be mu- 
tually Subjects and Soveraigns, in vertue of their Feudal Laws 
and Dominions which they hold of one another ; that the Fa- 
ther may be fubjeé& to the Son in a Civil, and the Son to the 
Father in a Domeftick Capacity ; and confequently that the 
Magiftrate may be fubject to the Clergy in Spirituals, as they 
are 0 him in Temporals. : 


Here we are obliged to break off, referring a Continuation 
of our Account of this Book to our next Journal. 


The 
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The Firft Principles of Modern Dei/m confuted 5; In a Demonftration 
of the Immateriality, Natural Eternity, and Immortality of Think 
ing Subjtances in General, aud in Particular of Human Souls - 
even upon the Suppofition that we are intirely ignorant of the In. 
trinfick Natures of the Effences of Things. London; Printed for 
John Wyat, at the Rofe in St. Paul’s Coureb-Yard. 1797. 8vo. 
Pages 301, befides Dedication, Preface and Contents, . 


('Everal Perfons having lately taken advantage of the Cor- 
S ceffion of our utter ignorance of the Intrinfick Natures of 
the Subftances or Eflences of Spiritual and Material Beings ; 
and having from thence attempted to invallidate our Evidence 
for the Exiftence of any thing immaterial, and to introduce 
the Belief of Univerfal Materialifm into the Minds of Men; 
the immediate Confequences of which Hypothefis are abfolute 
Fate and Neceffity, which give the {true Foundation of all man- 
ier of Atheiftical Superftru€tures: Upon this Confideration, ! 
fay, our Author hath compiled and publifh’d this Treatife ; 
the General Defign of which, is to prove, that though we 
do not know, or have no Ideas of the Intrinfick Natures of 
the Subftances or Eflences of Material or Cogitative Beings: 
yet it does not thence follow, that we are uncapable of de- 
monftrating, that thofe Subftances or Eflences are of intirely 
different and incompatiable Natures ; and from thence to de- 
monftrate the neceflary Immateriality of all Thinking Sub- 
ftances, and fo their Natural Eternity, and confequently the 
Natural Immortality of Human Souls. 

The Treatife may be conceived to confift of two Parts : 
In the Firft, our Author fhews, That the Inmoft Natures of the 
Fflences of Things, are out of the Reach of our narrow Fa- 
culties and Eye, with refpe& to us ; and notwithftanding all 
our prefent. Ways of attaining Knowledge, in the deepelt 
and moft intollerable Obcurity. In the Latter he proves, tliat 
tho’ we have no immediate Knowledge of their Intrinfick Et 
fences, yet we are able to demonftrate the abfolute and intire 
fncompatiability of the Inmoft Natures of Matter and Thiak- 
ing Subftances, Te 
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To-prove, in the Firft, that we have no knowledge of the 
Inmoft Natures of the Primary Effences or Subftances of Things 
he enumerates the feveral Clafles of the Obje@s of Human 
Knowledge, in order to determine its greateft poflible Extent ; 
and makes it appear, that the Inmoft Natures of the Subftancesor 
Effences of neither Matter nor Thinking Beings are to be found 
inthe Number, or appertaining to any of the Claffes of the 
Objects affign’d, or wichin reach of our prefent Faculties; and 
withal, that, upon Suppofition of our Knowledge of thefe 
Things, fuch Confequences neceflarily follow, as Human Na- 
ture in its prefent Circumftances cannot pretend to, without 
the vaineft Arrogance; fuch as thofe Men who proceed upon 
the Supp ofition of their Knowledge of thefe Things, have never 
pretended to in their greateft, or in any confiderable Extent, 
nor come off with any tolerable Succefs, even within tke nar- 
row Diftria of their refpedétive Pretenfions. 

All the Objects of Human Knowledge hereduces tothree, «. ¢. 
Clafles, wiz. Simple Ideas, Complex Ideas, and fome things 
of which we have no proper Ideas, but which we infer demon- 
ftratively from other things which we have Ideas of. 

To prove that our Knowledge extends to the Third Clafs, 
to things of which we have no immediate Ideas, as knowing 
‘em only by intermediate Ideas, he inftances firft in Matter of 
Fact, or the Objects of Belief, which we fee not, or have not 
feen our felves , for though we have no Knowledge of thefe 
Things by immediate Ideas from themfelves, yet we feem pro. 
perly to know them, and that from Ideas which the Fidelity 
and Sincerity of the Teftator’s have excited in us ; which, as 
no Examination can difprove, we can’t but affire our felves, 
that the Matters of Faét which they atteft, tho’ we have no 
immediate Ideas of them, are undoubted Truths. 

In a Second Place he inftances in the Objects of Demon- 
{trative Knowledge : From Effects of which we have Ideas, we 
infer €aufes of which we have no Ideas, and that demonftra-. 
tively; having no Jefs certain a Foundation for their Exiftence, 
than this uncontrovertible Axiom, that Nothing cant be the Foun- 
dation of the Exiftence or Operations of any Thing. Thus from 
Gravitation we infer a Caufe of ic, from the Continuity of 
Matter a Caufe of its Cohefion, tho’ we have no Idea of thefe 
Caufes. Infine, the Exiftence of Caufes is frequently knowa 
without any Idea of them, and that with as much evidence as 
in the Cafe of any Object of immediate Ideal Certainty : So that 
Kkk > tho’ 
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tho our Knowledge is not immediately intuitive, yet ‘tis @rj- 
&ly demonfirative, as inferr’d from Ideal Knowledge by in- 
termediate Steps; by Ideas whofe Agreement or Difagree- 
ment are feparately intuitive, and in the Complex demonfra- 
tively feen. To this purpofe he inftances in the infinite Series’s, 
of which we can demonftrate feveral Properties, tho’ we have 
no proper Idea of any Infinite Thing. 

The Extent of our Knowledge under this Third Ciafs, reaches, 
not only as far as Attributes, Powers and Properties, of which 
we have Ideas, enable us to infer the Exiftence of Subftances, 
of which we have none ; but likewife, as far asinconfiftent At- 
tributes, Powers, or Properties, of whofe Inconfiftency weare 
certified, either intuitively or demonftratively from immediate 
Ideas of ’em, enable us to demonftrate the intire Difference and 
Jucompatibility in nature of the Subftances, in which thefe in- 
conliftent Attributes refpectively inhere. 

Here our Author does not affirm, that we have, or can have 
Knowledge without any Ideas at all; but only, that, by the 
Help of a Stock of Ideas rightly applied and confidered, we 
can deduce a great many Truths relating to things, and the 
different Effences of things, of which we have no Ideas, and 
that by as clear Demonftration as any, which muft be admitted 
tobe true, or all Human Certainty vanifhes into nothing. 

The greateft prefent Extent of Human Knowledge being 
thus determined by thefe three Clafles, our Author’s next Task 
is to prove, that the inmoft Effences of Subftances can’t fall 
into any of the three Clafles : In order to which he diftinguiihes 
betwee the Primary and the Specifick Eflences of things. The 
Firft, in Matter, is the General Effence or Subftance, which in 
a\l Bodies is the fame, and remains unvariable under al] Modi- 
fications, The Second affigns to the vaft Varieties of Bodies 
inthe Univerfe their refpective Species 5 and is not neceflari- 

ly inherent on Matter as fuch, but may be difcontinued with- 
Out any prejudice to its Primary Subftance, tho’ not without 
deftroying the Relation to the. Species. In like manner, in 
Cogitative Beings, if there are different Clafles of them, they 
have all a Primary Eflence which makes them Spirits ; and then 
a Specifick that afligns them their refpective Clafs. In fine, the 
Queftion now before us, relates to the Primary, and not the 
Specifick Eflences of Things. 

Here our fcanty Bounds obliges us to difcontinue our Account, 

which we hope to refume at another Opportunity. 
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The State of Learning. 
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Rammaire Sacree, ou Regles pour entendre le fens lite- 
ral de I’ Ecriture Sainte. A Paris, 1707. in 12. Pag. 


3046 
Santevilliana ou les bons mots de Santevil, avec un Abrege 


de fa Vie. A la Haye, 1707. in iz. Pagg. 166. 

Journal Hiftorique fur les matieres du tems, contenant aufli 
quelques nouvelles de literature & autres Remarques curieufes. 
A Verdun, 1707. 

Inftructions d'un Pere a fa Fille, Tire’es de 1’ Ecriture 
Sainte ; fur le plus importans fujets concernant la Religion, le 
moeurs, & la Maniere de fe conduire dans le Monde. A Paris 
1707. In 12. Pagg. 432. 

Cours D’operations de Chirurgie, Demontrees au fardin 
Royal, par M. Dionis, Primier Chirurgien de feue Madame !a 
Dauphine, a prefent de Madame la Duchefle de Bourgogne, & 
Jure a Paris. A Paris 1707. in 8. Pagg. 746. 

La Sphere du Monde Selon ? Hypothefe de Copernic, pre- 
fentee au Roy, decrite, demontree, & comparee avec les 
Spheres & les Syftemesde Ptolomee,&de Tycho-Brahe. A Pas 
ris, 1707. in 12. Pagg. 377. 

Chymie Naturalis Specimen, quo plane patet nullum in 
Chymicis officinis proceflum fieri, cut fimilis aut analogus in 


animalis corpore non fiat. A Paris. | 
Recherches Hiftoriques &Genealogiques des Grands d'Efpagne. 
Avec un etat de ceux qui vivent aujourd’hui, contenant leur 


Extraction, leurs Noms, leurs Qualitez, leurs Alliances, leur 
Pofterite, leurs Armes & Blazon, in 32. 


A Paris, 





















Bs | 


- se Se re 
a A A AC AED IO 


‘446 The Whos of the LeaRNep, 









—— 


& 


New Books not yet accounted for in The Works of the Learned, 
Sold by Waac Vaillant at the Bifhop’s Head in the Strand. 


De Salibus Differtatio Epiftolaris Phyfico-Medico-Mechanica 
confcripta. A Dominico Gulielmini, Philofopho & Med. Bo. 
nonienfi. 80. f 

De Aure Humana Tractatus, Autore Antonio Maria Valfal. 
va Imolesfi. 40. 7 

Georgii Baglivi, Canones de Medicina Solidorum ad reQum 
Statices ufum. Sve. 

Alberti Fabricii, SS. Theol. D. & Prof. Publ. Bibliothece 
Grece, Liber II]. De Scriptoribus qui claruérunt a Platone 
ufque ad Tempora nati Chrifti Sofpitatoris noftri. Vol. I. 

to. 


Jo. Georgii Gravii Prefationes & Epiftole 120. in ufum La- 


tine Eloquentie Srudioforum colle&tz & edite. A Jo. Alberto 


Fabritio. 8vo. 
Relandi Differtationes Mifcellanearum. Pars Altera. 80. 
Memoires Ecclefiaftique de Mr. Tillemont to 10, 11, 12. 
i 12m0. 


Oeuvres de Mr. de Fontenel Nouvele Edition tres coreé&e 
& tres bien Imprimee en 2 Vol. in ram, 


__Reponfe aux Queftions d'un Provincial de Mr. Bayle, 
iA 120. 

Reponfe a deux Objections, qu'on oppofe de la part de la 
Raifon a ce que la Foy nous apprend fur Vorigine du mal, & 


fur Je Miftere de la Trinite. Par Mr. la Placette, de Copen- 
hag ue. 
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_ BOOKS Publifed this Month, and not Abride'd. 


TUHE True Picture of a 

Modern Whig reviv’d; 

Set forthin a Third Dialogue 

between Whiglove and Double, 

at. Zom's Coffee-houfe in Covent 

Garden. Printed in the Year 
1707. 

The Briti Heroes; or, a 
New’ Ballad in Honour of 
St. George, &c. By Mr. Fobm 
Grubb, Schoolmafter of Cri/- 
church, Oxon. Sold by Fohn 
Morphew. 

A Sermon Preach’d at the 
Affizes held at Kingffon upon 
Thames, Oc. by John Haflewood, 
D.D. Printed for Fonab Bow 
yer. 

A Sermon Preach’d in the 
Cathedral Church in Winchefer, 
at the Affizes held there Fuly 
23,1707. by Rich. Weft, M. A. 
Printed for 4. and 7. Chur- 
ebill. | 

The Magick of Quakerifm, 
or the Chief Myfteries of Qua- 
kerifm laidopen, Gc. By Geo. 
Keith, M. A. Printed for Brad. 
Aylmer. 

Boanerges, or Mr. Higgins 
Hiftory ; with a Reply to his 
Infamous Dialogue ; In a Let- 
ter to a Friend, gc. Sold by 
B. Bragg. 
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with a merry Preface. Part I. 
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ditions, briefly examined , 
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The Prophetical Warnings 
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under the Operation of the 
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Writing when they were fpo- 
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Devotions in Pfalms and 
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